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given this program and that we will not 
pass up & real opportunity to make the 
needed changes. 

The SPEAKER. The 
Withdrawn, 


resolution is 





GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 


unanimous consent that all Members 


may extend their remarks at this point 
in the Rrecorp. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 





RESIGNATION FROM AND APPOINT- 
MENT TO U.S. GROUP OF NORTH 
ATLANTIC ASSEMBLY 


The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following resignation from the U.S. 
Group of the North Atlantic Assembly: 

OcTOBER 14, 1970. 
The HONORABLE THE SPEAKER, ~ 
U.S. House of Representatives, 
’ Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr, SpeaKer: I hereby submit my 
resignation from the United States Group 
of the North Atlantic Assembly. 

Sincerely, 
L. C. ARENDS. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the 
resignation will be accepted. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the provi- 
sions of Section 1, Public Law 689, 84th 
Congress, aS amended the Chair appoints 
as a member of the U.S. Group of the 
North Atlantic Assembly the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, Mr. Tompson to fill 
the existing vacancy thereon. 





PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 16408, AMERICAN REVOLU- 
TION BICENTENNIAL COMMIS- 
SION 


Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, by di- 
rection of the Committee on Rules, I call 
up House Resolution 1230 and ask for 
its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution as fol- 
lows: 

Me Res. 1230 

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this 
resolution it shall be in order to move that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the Union 
for the consideration of the bill (H.R. 16408) 
to amend the joint resolution establishing 
the American Revolution Bicentennial Com- 
mission, as amended. After general debate, 
which shall be confined to the bill and shall 
continue not to exceed one hour, to be 
equally divided and controlled by the chair- 
man and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, the bill shall 
be read for amendment under the five- 
minute rule. At the conclusion of the consid- 
eration of the bill for amendment, the Com- 
mittee shall rise and report the bill to the 
House with such amendments as may have 
been adopted, and the previous question shall 
be considered as orderd on the bill and 
amendments thereto to final passage without 
intervening motion except one motion to re- 
commit. 


Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
the customary 30 minutes to the distin- 
guished gentleman from California (Mr. 
SMITH) pending which I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 


ee a 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Mississippi is recognized. 

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, House 
Resolution 1230 provides an open rule 
with 1 hour of general debate for con- 
sideration of H.R. 16408 to amend the 
joint resolution establishing the Amer- 
ican Revolution Bicentennial Commis- 
sion. 

The Commission was established on 
July 4, 1966, to study and make specific 
recommendations for the commemora- 
tion of the bicentennial and of events re- 
lated thereto. 

One of the purposes of H.R. 16408 is to 
authorize an appropriation of $373,000 
for the Commission for fiscal year 1971. 
Heretofore the authorization for appro- 
priations has been open ended. 

In addition, the legislation adds the 
Secretaries of HUD and of Transporta- 
tion as members of the Commission. It 
is felt that their participation is desir- 


, able in planning bicentennial activities, 


including a possible international expo- 
Sition. 

Another pur pose of the bill is to permit 
the Commission the exclusive use of dis- 
tinctive logos, symbols, or marks to be de- 
Signed as the hallmark of the commem- 
oration and to provide penalties for un- 
authorized manufacture, reproduction, 
or use thereof. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge the adoption of 
the rule. 


Mr. SMITH of California. Mr. Speaker, 


I yield myself such time as I may use. 

(Mr. SMITH of California asked and 
was given permission to revise and ex- 
tend his remarks.) 

Mr. SMITH of California. Mr. Speaker, 
I concur in the remarks made by the 
distinguished Chairman of the Rules 
Committee, the gentleman from Missis- 
Sippi (Mr. CoLMeEr). The rule is an open 
rule, providing for 1 hour of debate. The 


Bureau of the Budget supports the leg- 


islation. There are no minority views. I 
certainly hope we win this revolution 
the next time around. I hope we will not 
lose it this time. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of 
the rule. 

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further requests for time. 

(Mr. COLMER asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. COLMER. Mae Speaker, I move 
the previous question on the resolution. 
The previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 





CORRECTION OF VOTE 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker,.:on 
rolicall No. 300, on the conference re- 
port’ on S. 3637, I am recorded’as vot- 
ing “yea.’’ My vote on this measure was 
“nay.” I ask unanimous consent that the 
permanent Rrecorp and Journal be cor- 
rected accordingly. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Alabama? 


There was no objection. 


‘\. 
¥esponsibilities, 
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AMERICAN REVOLUTION BICEN- 
TENNIAL COMMISSION 


Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 16408) to 
amend the joint resolution establishing 
the American Revolution Bicentennial 
Commission, as amended. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the 
motion offered by, the gentleman from 
Colorado. 

The motion was agreed to. oh 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE a 

Accordingly the House resolved it- 
self into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill H.R. 16408, with 
Mr. GONZALEZ in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the first read- 
ing of the bill was dispensed with.- 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. RocErs) 
will be recognized for 30 minutes, and 
the gentleman from California (Mr. Wic- 
GINS), will be recognized for 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. RoceErs). 

(Mr. ROGERS of Colorado asked and 
was given permission to revise and ex- 
tend his remarks.) 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of H.R. 
16408, which provides for a series of 
amendments to the joint resolution 
which established the American Revolu- 
tion Bicentennial Commission, 

This measure has been recommended 
to us by the administration and was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
in the form of an executive communica- 
tion. 

The American Revolution Bicentennial] 
Commission was established on July 4, 
1966, under the provisions of Public Law 
89-491. That statute gives to the Com- 
mission the responsibility of planning, 
encouraging, developing, and coordinat- 
ing the commemoration ‘of the 200th an- 
niversary of our Nation’s birthday. 

As the Commission is presently struc- 
tured, it includes 17 members from pri- 


‘vate life who are appointed by the Presi- 


dent, one of whom is designated by the 
President as Chairman of the Commis- 
sion. In addition to members from pri- 
vate life, the Commission also includes 
18 members representing various 
branches and agencies of the Federal 
Government, 

an ‘connection with the discharge of its 
the Commission has 
been directed to develop a national plan 
of commemorative activities throughout 
the Nation. This plan has been formu- 
lated and was submitted to the President 
in report form on July 4 of this year. 

The purpose of the proposal now pend- 
ing before you is to make several changes 
in the Statute which established the 
Commission. Summarized in brief, these 
changes are as follows: 


First, the proposed bill provides au- 
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thorizations for appropriations for fiscal 
year 1971. Although in the proposal as 
recommended by the Commission au- 
thorization for appropriations would 
have been openended for the duration 
of the entire life of the Commission 
through 1983, under the amendment 
adopted by your committee the author- 
jzation is limited to fiscal year 1971. Un- 
ier the committee amendment the au- 
thorization is also limited to $373,000. 
Although the Commission had originally 
requested $375,000, it was determined 
that there would be a $2,000 carryover 
from 1970, Correspondingly, in‘the com- 
_mMittee’s amendment, the authorization 
has been adjusted accordingly. 

Second, the bill would add the Secre- 
tary of Transportation and the Secre- 
tary of Housing and Urban Development 
as members of the Commission. 

Third, the bill would permit payment 
to consultants of the amount permitted 
under the general provisions of law in 
lieu of the $75 maximum permitted un- 
der the present section 6(c) of the act. 

Fourth, the bill would permit the Com- 
mission the exclusive use of distinctive 
logos, symbols or marks which will be 
designed as the hallmarks of the official 
bicentennial commemoration. 

The Judiciary Committee held hear- 
ings on this proposal on May 6, 1970, 
and has considered the proposal care- 
fully. In our view, this bill would serve 
&@ very worthy objective. 

The Senate, on June 26, 1970, passed 
a bill, S. 3630, which is identical except 
for certain typographical errors. 

Finally, I would like also to call atten- 
tion to the fact that the appropriations 
authorizing this legislation have already 
been approved by Congress. Under Pub- 
lic Law 91-361, the Department of the 
interior Appropriations Act, $373,000 
has been appropriated for 1971 subject to 
the enactment] by Congress of H.R. 16408, 
S. 3630, or similar legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, this legislation is high- 
ly meritorious, the appropriations have 
already been agreed upon and I, there- 
fore, urge that we give this proposal 
prompt and favorable consideration to- 
day. 

Mrs. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield for some questions? 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Iam pleased 
to yield to the gentlewoman from Mis- 

Mrs. SULLIVAN. I should like to know: 
Is it the intention of the Commission to 
seek to raise funds through the sale 
of commemorative medals—which, of 
course, would be a valid idea? 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Yes; they 
may be able to do that. 

Mrs. SULLIVAN. As the chairman of 
the subcommittee of the House Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency which has 
jurisdiction over coinage matters and 
commemorative medals, I want to assure 
the gentleman that we would certainly 
consider sympathetically any proposals 

f the Commission for authorization of 
national medals, and perhaps even for 
special commemorative coins—although 
that is a very controversial aspect. But I 
hope that in any planning which might 
go into this matter on the part of the 
Commission, it is kept firmly in mind 
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that as a public agency, a governmental 
body, it should assume direct responsi- 
bility for the distribution of such items, 
under conditions which will enable the 
widest possible number of citizens to ob- 
tain copies or sets at reasonable prices. 
I mention that because I suspect there 
will be a tremendous effort made to have 
the Commission turn out merchandise 
for sale by private sellers and dealers, 
and in that situation there is always a 
possibility of having the output limited 
in quantity in order to make the items 
more valuable in the collector market. 
Can the gentleman assure me that any 
Official souvenir items manufactured un- 
der the authority of the Commission, and 
offered for sale to the public, will not be 
so limited in quantity that individual col- 
lectors are unable to obtain copies or 
sets except at very high premiums in the 
coin or medal markets? 

If the gentleman really does not have 
a complete answer on that question I 
wish he would put it in the REcorp. 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. I should like 
to yield to the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. MarsH) who is a member of the 
Commission. 

Mrs. SULLIVAN. May I just finish with 
one more question, and then I shall be 
glad to have the gentleman comment? 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Yes. 

Mrs. SULLIVAN. I know that this leg- 
islation does not touch directly on the 
point I have just raised, but in view of 
all of the interest on the part of private 


firms seeking to capitalize on the bicen- . 


tennial, I thought it would be useful to 
establish the fact that the Commission’s 
first interest is in the public’s participa- 
tion, rather than in how much money 
can be raised or what profits can be en- 
joyed. I am sure that is the intention of 
the members of the Commission and of 
the managers of this bill. 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. That cer- 
tainly is the intention of the managers 
of the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentle- 
man from Virginia (Mr. Mars#H). 

Mr. MARSH. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. I particularly thank the gen- 
tlewoman from Missouri for the points 
she has made. 

The questions raised have been raised 
in their first stage in the Commission. 


I serve on the Commission, as does the 


gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Say- 
LOR). This is one of the things I suspect 
will be a subject of discussion at the 
October meeting of the Commission. 

The points you make are the type of 
guidance which I think are quite helpful 
to the Commission in its consideration of 
the matter. I can assure the gentlewoman 
that I will bring these points to the at- 
tention of the Commission. I very much 
appreciate your calling it to the atten- 
tion of the House today. 

Mrs. SULLIVAN. I thank the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. SAYLOR, Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. I yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who is 
a member of the Commission. 

Mr. SAYLOR. I want to say to the 
gentleman from Colorado and to the dis- 
tinguished gentlewoman from Missouri, 
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as our colleague from Virginia said, this 
jtem is on the agenda for our meeting in 
the latter part of this month. One of the 
guidelines which some of the members of 
the Commission have already sent in as 
preliminaries is in line with what you 
have suggested. We want the broadest 
base possible for all Americans to par- 
ticipate and do not want this to be a 
moneymaking arrangement for anyone. 
One of the things we have recommended 
befcre it comes to the Congress is that . 
no firm, corporation, or individual will be 
given a monopoly to sell any of the items 
so that they can make @ profit—and it 


would be a tremendous profit—at the ex- 


pense of the public, 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairmanjiwill the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. I yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, . 

Mr. DENT. I do not mind so much the 
price of the article, but I was wondering 
if there was any way that you could 
incorporate in the regulaitons some cri- 
teria or whatever you might call it about. 
the souvenirs and mementos and com- 
memorative types of coins or liberty bells 
or replicas of the event and such things 
that might be and will be used. I just 
hope that we do not get a basketball 
replica of the liberty bell coming in from 
Japan so that our grandchildren will 
come in many years from now and say 
that this commemorated the 200th birth- 
day of the American Revolution. 

Mr. SAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield further? y 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. I yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SAYLOR. I want to say that the 
original firm in England which made the: 
Liberty Bell has already produced a rep- 
lica on sale in this country for an out- 
standing price. I might say, much to my 
surprise, there have been several hundred 
already sold in this country. 

Mr. DENT. Will the gentleman yield 
further? 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. I yield to 
the gentleman. > 

Mr. DENT. I am not so worried about 
that. They did have a small part in that 
revolution. I am more disturbed about 
what has happened to our Christmas or- 
naments and many other things of that 
nature. It is awfully difficult sometimes. 
As a matter of fact, if I had not saved 


some from our early days—mother and _ 


I did save some from way back—I do 
not think that my children would have 
one Christmas bauble to put on our tree - 
that was not made in Japan, and they 


‘do not even believe in it. 


Mr. HALL. Mr. 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. I yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HALL. I appreciate the gentleman 
yielding. 

I will say to my good friend from 
Pennsylvania who just spoke that under 
this adjournment we are talking about, 
if he reconvenes after the recess is over, 
he will be around here until Christmas 
to see lots of baubles and Christmas or- 
naments when we run until that season. 
Of course, I did not rise or ask the gen- 
tleman to yield for that purpose. 

I wonder if this is the legislation I rec- 


Chairman, will the 
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ognize on which the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Colorado and I have en- 
saged in colloquy on many past occa- 
sions, which was originally instituted by 
the Congress on the basis of free-will 
donations only, and which was not to 
cost the taxpayers a single cent. 

: Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. The gentle- 
~ man is correct. The original bill, provided 
for donations to be made. 

Mr. HALL. Would the gentleman in- 
form the members of the Committee of 
the Whole how much has been contrib- 
uted in the form of donations and how 
much the taxpayers have been called 
on to furnish up to now, including this 
authorization and/or appropriation? 

The amended legislation authorized 
appropriations and there was appropri- 
ated the sum of $150,000 to the Commis- 
sion for fiscal year 1969, $77,000 of which 
was carried over to fiscal year 1970. The 
fiscal year 1970 appropriations to the 
Commission amounted to $175,000, giv- 
ing the Commission a total of $252,000 
available during 1970. That is the 
amount that has been authorized and 
appropriated. 

Mr. HALL. That is correct, except the 
gentleman forgot to supply me with the 
figure on outside or voluntary donations. 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Well, I do 
not have the exact information immedi- 
ately available to me. However, it was 
only a nominal amount. 

Mr. HALL. I will say to the distin- 
guished gentleman, Mr. Chairman, that 
the amount is $5,000 that has been con- 
tributed, according to a report in the 
other body and according to a report 
from the Comptroller General which I 
just happen to have available. 

The gentieman tells me we are acting 
after the fact because we have already 
agreed on the amount that is going to be 
appropriated in fiscal year 1971. Could 
the gentleman tell us how much that is? 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. That is 
$373,000. 

Mr. HALL. Meaning that is an accum- 
ulative figure plus the $2,000 holdover? 
This is in addition to the other figures 
which the gentleman gave me, and the 
$5,000 contribution? ; 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. The gentle- 
man from Missouri is correct. 

Mr. HALL. Is there any estimate as to 
how much this bicentennial celebration 
is soing to cost the Treasury of the 
United States before it is all over? 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. I have no 
estimates and no estimate has been sub- 
mitted. The plan, according to the re- 
port that was given to the President on 
the 4th of July this year, was very ex- 
tensive in its nature, to cover almost 
every part of the United States. So to 
anticipate exactly what the cost con- 
nected therewith would be would be spec- 
ulative at this time. 

Mr. HALL. I am awfully glad that the 
gentleman brought that up because ac- 
tually, Mr. Chairman, that was my next 
question. 

If the gentleman will recall and refer 
to the Rrecorp of October 6, 1969, and 
the colloquy in which the gentleman and 
I engaged, the gentleman will find it had 
to do primarily—and it is on page 9047— 
with the question of whether all the 
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States of the Union were going to engage 
in this bicentennial, or whether just the 
Thirteen Original Colonies and their de- 
rivative States were going to engage in it. 

Can the gentleman advise me as to 
whether this is going to be a total U.S. 
effort and celebration? 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. May I di- 
rect the gentleman’s attention to the 
report submitted to the President, dated 
July 4, 1970, where they outlined the 
fact that it is to be something dealing 
with the entire Nation. And, I may fur- 
ther point out that in this bill we are au- 
thorizing an appropriation only for this 
year, and are not asking for an open- 
ended authorization as was originally 
requested. 

Mr. HALL. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I do 
appreciate that, as one who is and has 
been traditionally a watchdog of the 
Treasury and foursquare against back- 
door raids on the Treasury and open- 
ended funding. However, let us go a little 
bit further in order to establish the leg- 
islative history and the legislative action 
preceding this request. 

As I understood it originally, and based 
upon the gentleman’s own report, this 
Commission had a hard time getting off 
the ground. Perhaps that was because 
they were depending upon voluntary 
contributions originally, instead of the 
taxpayers’ good old “moola.” However, 
according to the record they did not meet 
for a year. In fact the Commission mem- 
bers were not appointed for 8 months 
after the enactment of the legislation 
and they only had one more meeting in 
the next 14 months or so, and then they 
all resigned with the change of admin- 
istration. Seven were continued on, and 
we now have a new Commission that is 
meeting almost monthly with the next 
meeting being set for this month, and 
they are doing a lot. This is the same 
basic Commission, is it not? 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Yes. I think 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
SAYLOR) probably has the honor of hav- 
ing attended all these meetings, and 
know what activities have taken place, 
and he could probably enlighten the gen- 
tleman from Missouri on any particular 
question. 

Mr. HALL. If the gentleman will con- 
tinue to yield to me, let me say that I 
know’ that my distinguished colleague 
(Mr. TAyLor), is going to make a speech, 
and Iam glad that he and the gentleman 
from Virginia are on the Commission. I 
think probably that augers well for the 
Commission, and indeed is why it is now 
functioning properly after all these years 
of backing and filling. But I think the 
taxpayers ought to know what trouble 
this Commission had aborning. It in- 
deed went through the travails and 
labours of a very well-fixed outlet in the 
process of birthing. One of those proc- 
esses. were complaints by the great State 
of North Carolina and the Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania, and indeed the 
Smithsonian Institution, about who 
should do what in the celebration; and 
indeed there are in the record many al- 
legations toward not only the expense 
and the way it was to be funded, but the 
mission and objective of the Bicentennial 
Commission, namely, was it going to be 
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a social agency? Was it going to em- 
phasize such things as slum clearance? 
Was it going to get into the political field 
and the sociological ficld? Was it going 
to emphasize through the 200th anniver- 
sary our environment and ecology, or the 
rights of minorities? Maybe all of these, 
taken singularly, would be worthwhile 
objectives, but hardly the basis, in my 
opinion, of a Commission for celebration 
of our Nation’s independence. 

Does the gentleman from Colorado 
know if those problems have all been 
ironed out? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman 
from Colorado wiil permit, the Chair 
would like to advise the gentleman from 
Colorado that he has about 10 minutes 
remaining of his allotted time, having 
consumed 20 minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. I thank the 
Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, may I direct the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri to 
the report that was given to the President 
by this Commission, and on page 2 they 
say: 

Specifically, Congress instructed the Com- 
mission to: 

Plan, encourage, develop and coordinate 
observances and activities commemorating 
the historic events that preceded, and are 
associated with, the American Revolution, 


The mandate as set forth in the re- 
port is what this commission intends to 
do. So I am certain that what we are 
going to try to do is to instill a little pa- 
triotism and understanding among the 
American people of the importance of 
the revolution we had. 

Mr. HALL. I think that would be a 
very worthwhile thing. Indeed, it would 
ill behoove any person to object to such 
a worthy mission. But does the gentle- 
man’s committee or subcommittee main- 


‘tain surveillance, review, and oversight 


of this commission? 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. I would say 
we do not. 

Mr. HALL. Does the Congress have 
any surveillance to review, or have an 
oversight function with regard to the 
commission or the celebration? 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Yes; in 
this, that they must come, if we adopt 
this bill, before any appropriations can 
be had, they must come to Congress and 
Congress can then pass upon it. 

Mr. HALL. In other words, we will 
only exercise the function of purse. 
strings control? 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. The gen- 
tleman is correct. 

Mr. HALL. In which we are notably 
week and laggardly. 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. We at least 
can control that part. 

Mr. HALL. One final question, and I 
will relent, because of the time situa-- 
tion. I do notice, and I have read the 


committee report word for word, that the 


commission has not selected any bicen- 
tennial symbol. I believe the gentleman 
addressed himself to this matter a while 
ago. 

What is the “hallmark’”—with no pun 
or anything like that intended—what is 
the intended hallmark of the celebration, 
or the Centennial Commission, and 
please define for me what is the “‘logos"’? 
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We are protecting that by this legisla- 
tion, practi cally legislating into being the 
copyright and patent. 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. That is 
right. Anything this commission may 
come up with to help to promote the cele- 
bration would then be the property of 
the commission. 


Mr. HALL. Is that the meaning of the 
word “logos”? 
Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Emblem— 


emblem—that is what it means. 

Mr. HALL. I presume that it came from 
the Greek word meaning logic, or em- 
blematic, or something like logorrhea— 
@ running off of the mouth. Is this about 
the same protection that we give to the 
Civil War Centennia] Commission? 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. I would not 
know about the matter of protection, but 
it is about the same protection we gave 
to Smokey the Bear. 

Mr. HALL. Well, if it is the same as 
Smokey the Bear—we can be against 
that? I have accomplished my purpose 
and wish the best to the Commission. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Colorado has consumed 23 minutes. 

_ mr. WIGGINS. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

support of H.R. 16408. 

The primary purpose of this bill is to 
authorize the expenditure of $373,000 by 
the American Revolution Bicentennial 
Commission for fiscal year 1971. This 
money has already been appropriated, 
subject to passage of authorizing legis- 
jation. 

This Commission was established in 
1966 to plan the celebration of the 200th 
anniversary of the American Revolution 
in 1976. The original executive commu- 
nication requested $200,000 for the first 
2 years of the life of the Commission, but 
he House Judiciary Committee amended 
the resolution to provide that the Com- 
lission be financed entirely by donated 
ce 
At its first meeting on February 22, 
1967, the Commission decided to seek an 
open-ended authorization for appropria- 
tion of funds. Once again, the Judiciary 
Committee had a watchful eye on the 
axpayers’ dollar and limited the au- 
thorization to $450,000 through the end 
of fiscal year 1969. This $450,000 au- 
thorization was subsequently extended 
through the end of fiscal year 1970, with 
no additional funds being sought. Out 
of this $450,000 authorization, $325,000 
was actually appropriated—$150,000 for 
iscal year 1969 and $175,000 for fiscal 
year 1970. 

The latest request by the Commission 
was for an open-ended authorization for 
the life of the Commission; that is, until 
1983. The Judiciary Committee then 
limited the authorization to an amount 
certain for 1 year only—$373,000 for 
fiscal year 1971. The other body subse- 
quently accepted this amendment. 

In terms of actual expenditures, $73.- 
000 was obligated in fiscal year 1969 and 
£263,000 in fiscal year 1970. The projected 
figure of $373,000 for fiscal year 1971 
thus does not appear as formidable an 
increase over last year if the expendi- 
ture figures, rather than the amounts 
appropriated, are considered. 

The funds up through fiscal year 1971 
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are essentially for salaries and admin- 
istrative overhead. Unfortunately, it is 
not possible to state at this time the 
extent of Federal funds which will be 
needed beyond fiscal year 1971. The Com- 
nission’s recent report to the President 
expressly declined to estimate the cost 
of the programs recommended, but 
promised to do so in future reports. 

In addition to authorizing expenditure 
of funds, H.R. 16408 would add the Sec- 
retaries of Housing and Urban Develop- 
ment and Transportation to the Com- 
mission and would make unauthorized 


reproduction of symbols used in connec-: 


tion with the bicentennial celebration 
subject to a $250 fine and a 6-month jail 
term. The bill would also remove the 
present $75 per day limit on the maxi- 
mum amount payable to consultants to 
the Commission and permit the Com- 
mission to pay consultants up to the 
amount allowed under the Administra- 
tive Expenses Act, which is currently 
$107 per day. 

While the work of the Bicentennial 
Commission has and will continue to 
cost a considerable amount of money, I 
submit that it is money well spent. This 
celebration will be as relevant to the 
present and future, as it will be to the 
past. This point is well illustrated by a 
portion of the Commission’s report to 
the President, which I would like to 
quote: 


We desire peace, yet find ourselves at war. 
We believe in justice and equality, yet there 


_are wrongs and injustices in the land. We 


proclaim reverence for our God-given en- 
vironment, yet tolerate its pollution. We be- 
lieve in the brotherhood of man, yet there 
is violence in the streets, prejudice of the 
mind, distress and discord on the campuses. 

As we move to solve the problems which 
confront us, we should derive strength and 
courage from our past. The ideals of human 
freedom which made us an independent na- 
tion in 1776 still- live, vital and daring, but 
are now put to new tests. Can this society 
indeed achieve equal opportunity and full 
citizenship for all its members, and will it 
commit itself to that task? 

The program which the Commission sub- 
mits for the Bicentennial celebration is 
formative and flexible, as it should be if it 
is to accommodate changes that will occur 
during the Bicentennial Era. No program can 
change the past: the past is a matter of 
record. But there is in that record much 
that was new in its day, much that is noble— 
so new and noble that it provided inspira- 
tion, in this country and elsewhere, for 
those who strove to advance the cause of 
human freedom. The Commission believes 
that this record has not lost its power to 
inspire and that it will do so during the 
Bicentennial Era as Americans tackle the 
problems of today and prepare to enter Cen- 
tury III of American life. No one should 
forget, ignore, or neglect what is good about 
America. 


Mr. Chairman, today many Americans 
question the validity of American society 
and its values and mores. Some even 
hurl bombs and talk of revolution. 

But the vast majority of Americans 
love their country and want to celebrate 
its 200th birthday. H.R. 16408 would 
help bring this celebration about and I 
therefore urge its adoption. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 
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Mr. WIGGINS. I yield to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the distinguished gentleman. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to commend 
the committee on bringing forth this 
legislation. 

Also, I want to commend the Bicen- 
tennial Commission for the splendid 
work it has done thus far in carrying 
out its high purpose in seeing to it that 


.our country appropriately celebrates the 


200th anniversary of this Nation. 

I am sure that at a subsequent time 
when they get their plans more fully 
developed, they will come back to the 
Congress and indicate more fully what 
we can do to help them in their great 


work. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WIGGINS. I yield to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if 
the distinguished centleman from Flor- 
ida thinks that this will work out better 
than the Interama bill? 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WIGGINS. I yield to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. PEPPER. Interama never had 
such a bright future as it has today. I 
hope that the gentleman from Missouri 
will honor us by coming down and seeing 
it and the great plans that are moving 
so majestically forward toward comple- 


tion day, which I hope the gentleman . 


will attend. 

Mr. SAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WIGGINS. I yield to the gentle- 
man. 

(Mr. SAYLOR asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WIGGINS. I yield to the gentle- 
man 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
commend the members of the subcom- 
mittee for the work the committee has 
done and the subcommittee chairman on 
bringing this bill to the floor, 

Earlier our colleague, the gentleman 
from Missouri (Dr. Hatt), mentioned 
the legislative oversight by the Congress 
of various programs of the Bicentennial 
Commission. I would point out that those 
programs that would come forward from 
various agencies or departments of Gov- 
ernment would be subject, of course, to 


-congressional approval and legislative 


oversight. In that regard, the Congress 
would have an overview of the activities 
of the various agencies of Government 
when we implement the Bicentennial 
programs. 

Mr. WIGGINS. I thank the owas 

Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 


man. 
(By unanimous consent, Mr. ARENDS 
was allowed to speak out of order.) 
THE FARM BILL 
Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Chairman, it is not 
very often that I have found occasion to 


Mr. WIGGINS. I yield to the gentle- 
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eriticize the action of the other body, I 
have always felt that my responsibility 
here in the House, as is the case with 
every Member of this body, was to main- 
tain the spirit of comity. 

But yesterday and today that spirit 
was closer to comedy than it was to 
comity. 

In due deliberation and = the regular 
order yesterday, the House considered 
and approved the conf ovens report on 
the farm bill. The official papers on that 
legislation plus the papers on other bills 
were carried by a House employee to 
the other body, in conformity with the 
normal practice. 

Strangely enough, the path was 
blocked in a fashion reminiscent of the 
action of Gov. George Wallace who one 
day stood in the schoolroom door. 

This morning the same sorry scene was 
repeated as our House employee was 
again abruptly turned away. 

Finally, we now hear the farm bill pa- 
pers have been accepted, but alas, the 
farm bill is not going to be considered 
prior to the election recess. 

In my time in the House I can recall no 
instance of this nature—whatever one 
may think of the farm bill. 

What I cannot understand, Mr. Chair- 
man, is why the leadership of the other 
body would refuse to even consider the 
farm bill. 

But why, I ask, is this bill any better 
after the. election than it is before it? 

If this is a good bill in November, why 
is it not a good bill in October? 

What assurance do we have, Mr. 
Chairman, that after the election the 

“lame ducks’ will be able to hatch the 
egg? 

No, Mr. Chairman, this action—or 
more appropriately this paralysis of ac- 
tion—is more an effort to. kill meaning- 
ful farm legislation than it is to cure it. 

And in the absence of new legislation, 
the old and outmoded programs of the 
past will creak and grind back into oper- 
ation. 

Strict controls will be back in effect for 
cotton and wheat. 

Price support and diversion payments 
_.on corn and feed grains will end. 

Public Law 480, the food for peace pro- 
gram, will expire. 

The armed services dairy program will 
end. 

The Wool Act will expire. 

The Veterans Hospital special dairy 
program will be no more. 

I certainly think this whole dismal af- 
fair has pointed up very dramatically the 
need for change in the other body—a 
change from pettiness to substance that 


will make it both responsible and re-— 


sponsive to public interest. 

Mr. WIGGINS. Mr. Chairman, I have 
no further requests for time, and reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Mr. Chair- 
man, I have no further requests for time. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being no fur- 
ther requests for‘time, the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

H.R. 16408 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembdled, That the 
* joint resolution entitled “Joint Resolution 
To Establish the American Revolution Bi- 
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centennial Commission, and for other pur- 
poses”, approved July 4, 1966 (80 Stat. 259), 
as amended, is further amended— 

(1) by adding in section 2(b) (3) the words 
“the Secretary of Housing and Urban De- 
velopment and the Secretary of Transporta- 
tion,” after the words “the Secretary of 
Commerce,”; 

(2) by deleting in section G(c) everything 
after the word “section” and inserting in 
lieu thereof the words ‘3109 of title 5, United 
wlates Code."; 

(3) by adding an additional section 6(g) 
to read as follows: 

“Sec. 6. (g) Whoever, except as authorized 
under rules and regulations issued by the 
Commission, knowingly manufactures, repro- 
duces, or uses any logos, symbols, or marks 
originated under authority of and certified 
by the Commission for use in connection 
with the commemoration of the American 
Revolution Bicentennial, or any facsimile 
thereof, or in such a manner as suggests 
any such logos, symbols, or marks, shall be 
fined not more than $250 or imprisoned not 
more than six months or both: Provided, 
That this section shall be applicable upon 
publication in the Federal Register of notifi- 
cation of certification hereunder by the Com- 
mission with respect to each such logo, sym- 
bol, or mark.’; 

(4) by deleting section 7(a) and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following: 

“Sec. 7. (a) There are hereby authorized 
to be appropriated such sums as may be 
necessary to carry EU the purposes of this 
Act.” 


Mr. ROGERS of Colorado (during the 
reading). Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the bill be considered 
as read and printed in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Colo- 
rado? 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Missouri will state his parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

Mr. HALL. Does the gentleman from 
Colorado mean to include in his unani- 
mous-consent request that the bill be 
open to amendment at all points? 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Oh, yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Colorado? 

There was no objection. 

COMMITTEE AMENDMENT 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re- 
port the committee amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: \ 

Committee amendment: On page 2, strike 
out lines 20 through 22, and insert: 

“Sec. 7.(a) There is authorized to be ap- 
propriated not to exceed $373,000 for the 
period through fiscal year 1971.” 


Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Mr. Chair- 
man, the amendment is for the purpose 
of authorizing apropriations in the 
amount of $373,000 for the fiscal year 
iat 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on - 


the committee amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. : 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. ROGERS OF 
COLORADO 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Mr. (Chair- 
man, I offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment offered by Mr. Rocers of 
Colorado: On page 2, lines 6 and 7, strike 
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the word “manufacti and ins crt in leu 
thereof the word “manufactures’ 

PROGHrS of Cc lorado. Mr. Chair- 
Rie the amendment is offered for the 


purpose of correcting a typographical] 
CLrroL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentieman 
from Colorado. 

The amendment was agr 

The CHAIRMAN. Are 
amendments to be offered? 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. We have no 
further amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the mule, the 
committee rises. 

Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker (Mr. ALBerT) having as- 
sumed the Chair, Mr. Gonzatzz, chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union, re- 
ported that that Committee having had 
under consideration the bill (H.R. 16408) 
to amend the joint resolution establish- 
ing the American Revolution Bicenten- 
nial Commission, as amended, pursuant 
to House Resolution 1230, he reported 
the bill back to the House with sundry 
amendments adopted by the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the 
rule, the previous question is ordered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment? If not, the Chair will put 
them en gros. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read 
the third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I object to 
the vote on the ground that a quorum is 
not present and make the point of order 
that a quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evidently 
& quorum is not present. , 

The Doorkeeper will close the doors, 
the Sergeant at Arms will notify absent 
Members, and the Clerk will call the 
roll. 


The question was taken; and there 


were—yeas 304, nays 1, not voting 125, 
as follows: 


ecd to. 
there further 


[Roll No. 347] 


YEAS—304 

Abernethy Blatnik Celler 
Adams Boggs Chamberlain 
Addabbo Boland Clark 
Albert Bolling Clausen, 
Alexander Brademas Don H. 
Anderson, Brasco Clawson, Del 

Calif. Bray Cleveland ~ 
Anderson, Ill, Brinkley Cohelan 
Andrews, Ala,, Broomfield Colmer 
Andrews, Brotzman Conable 

N. Dak. Brown, Calif. Conte 
Annunzio Brown, Mich. Conyers ~ 
Arends Brown, Ohio Corbett 
Ashbrook Broyhill, Va. Coughlin 
Ashley Buchanan Crane 
Ayres Burke, Mass. Culver 
Barrett Burleson, Tex. Daniel, Va. 
Belcher Burton, Calif. Daniels, NJ. 
Bell, Calif, Byrne, Pa. Davis, Wis, 
Bennett Byrnes, Wis. Delaney 
Betts Caffery Dellenback 
Bevill Camp Denney 
Biester Carter Dennis 
Bingham Cederberg Dent 
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Derwinski Kastenmeier Reid, N.Y. Jonas - pe tia ee ers Mr. Stuckey with Mr. Burton of Utah. 
Di Sse son Kazen Reuss Jones, N.C, urphy, N.X, uth 
Ding Kee. Rhodes King Nichols Satterfield The result of the vote was announcec 
Jor ont Keith Riegle Kleppe phere: ree ata as above recorded. 

Do rm Klucazynski Rivers Landrum Olsen hipley _ 
Downing Koch Rodino Langen O'Neal, Ga. Sikes The doors vere opened. . 
Dulski Kuykendall Roe Lloyd Ottinger Snyder A motion to reconsider was laid on thi 
Duncan Kyl Rogers, Colo. Lowenstein Passman ‘ haere table. 
Eckhardt Rogers, Fla. Lujan Patman tuckey 
Edwards Galke Rooney. NY: abi ante Pelly Taft Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Mr. Speak 
Eilberg Rosenthal McCarthy Philbin Talcott er, I ask unanimous consent for the im 
Erlenborn : oes Li liebse iti ieee bib cage as mediate consideration of S. 3630, t 
Esch I n Rot MacGreg: ’ a ee Jaads “ 
Eshleman Long, La. Roybal Mailliard Price, Tex. Tunney amend the joint resolution establishin, 
Evins, Tenn. Long, Md. Ryan ‘ May Purcell Weicker the American Revolution Bicentennia 
Fascell McClory St Germain Melcher Reifel 2 Walle ee Commission. 
Feighan McCloskey Sandman Meskill Roberts idna : 
Findley McClure Saylor Michel Robison Wold _The Clerk read the title of the Senat 
Fish McCulloch Scherle Miller, Calif. Rooney, Pa. Wright bill. 
Fl McDade Scheuer‘ : Se ded ar Yates The SPEAKER. Is there objection t 
Fl McDonald, Schmitz ize usselo 5 

Mich, Senncenelt ; the ees of the gentleman from Colo 

McEwen Schwengel ; So the bill was passed. : rado? 
E Ww Wiliam D. McKneally Boe The Clerk announced the following There was no objection. 
“oreman McMillan ebelius ~ coeds - t . 
ered REET | ie pairs: ; cehe (Clerk read the Senaie bill a 
Fraser Mass. Sisk Mr. Thompson of New Jersey with Mr. follows: 
Frelinghuysen Madden Skubitz ; \ Adair. S. 3630 
Brey spp er pes Mr. Hebert with Mr. Price of Texas. An act to amend the joint resolution estal 
ete) z Smith, Calif. Mr. Blanton with Mr. Reifel. lishing the American Revolution Bice) 
Raced ae soe Mr. Fulton of Tennessee with Mr. Collier. touniel Comission. 
Gallagher Springer Mr. Olsen with Mr. Berry. Be it enacted by the Senate and House 
Garmatz Stafford Mr. Nichols with Mr. Robison. R a is 
: epresentatives of the United States 

Gaydos Staggers Mr. Cabell with Mr. Schadeberg. America in Congress assembled, That ti 
Gettys Steed Mr, Fisher with Mr. Cramer. Oj +3 ; “Joint tic 
Giaimo Mikva Steiger, Ariz, Mr. Brooks with Mr. Edwards of Alabama,  J0!Mt resolution entitled “Joint resolutic 
Gibbons Miller, Ohio Steiger, Wis. Mr Hamondson with MesGeraia ena to establish the American Revolution Bice: 
Gonzalez Minish Stephens 2 : : se : F tennial Commission, and for other purposes 
Goodling Mink Stokes ted eae Es STA ete approved July 4, 1966 (80 Stat. 259), 
Gray Minshall Stratton Mr. Biaggi with Mr. Whitehurst. amended, is Seas pay Te 
Green, Oreg. Mize Stubblefield Mr. Hanna with Mr. Ruppe. (1) by adding in section 2(b) (3) the wor 
Green, Pa, Monagan Sullivan Mr. Sikes with Mr. Pelly. “the Secretary of Housing and Urban D 
SS Montgomery ~ | Gymiineton Mr. Flowers with Mr. Beall of Maryland. ’ y 8 
Grover Moorhead Taylor Mr Ottinger Tithe ader ashe ve opment and the Secretary of Transport 
Gubser Morgan Teague, Calif. Say tion,” after the words “the Secretary 
Gude Wire Teague, Tex. Mr. Evans of Colorado with Mr. Snyder. Cornmerce,”: 
Hagan Morton Thompson, Ga. Mr. Casey with Mr. Devine. 


(2) by deleting in section 6(c) everythi 


























Mosher Tiernan Mr. Tunney with Mr. Goldwater. 4 Ia. ; : 
Moss Udail Mr. Aspinall with Mr. Blackburn. lieu thereat the worl “Ste Gr me Eyal 
smimers Murphy, Di. Ullman an |... Mr. O'Neal of Georgia with Mr. OKonski. site. Gone,” eta 
Hanley ie. Natcher Vander Jagt Pie See, of New York with Mr. Mac- ae) by adding an additional section 6(; 
Hansen,Idaho Nedzi anik i wS: 
E i Nelsen Vigorito Mr. Daddario with Mr. Jonas. - : pico a Petes oever, except as authoriz 
E Nix Waggonner Mr. Patman with Mr. Bow. ; under rules and regulations issued by t 
one eee a Mr. Haley with Mr. Rousselot. Commission, knowingly Hea eee r 
: pla Mass Rie eats ‘ Mr. Dowdy with Mr. Clancy. produces, or uses any logos, symbols, or mar 
He Penttcat oe atts Mrs. Hansen of Washington with Mr. Grisinated under authority of and certifi 
Heckler,Mass. Pepper ° Whalen Burke of Florida. by the Commission for use in connectic 
Perkins Whalley Mr. Mills with Mr. Mizell, with the commemoration of the Americ: 
ee eee . Mr. Corman with Mr..Langen. Revolution bicentennial or any facsim: 
Ae see Mr. Farbstein with Mr. Ruth. thereof, or in such a manner as suggests ai 
ba aa Mr. Gilbert with Mr. Cunningham. - such logos, symbols, or marks, shall be fin 
- Wilson, Bob Mr. Hays with Mr. Taft. not more than $250 or imprisoned not mo 
Podell Wilson, Mr. Chappell with Mr. Wold. than six months or both: Provided, Th 
Poff Charles H. Mr. McFall with Mr. Mailliard. this section shall be applied upon publicatic 
cig OS wing Mr. Jones of North Carolina with Mr. in the Federal Register'of notification of ce 
Prot Ark ae Pa Se een tification hereunder by the Commission wi' 
ord Pucinski Wrydler aie : : : respect to each such logo, symbol, or mark. 
Taeobs Quie Wylie Mr. Diggs with Mr. Carey. _ (4) by deleting section 7a) and inserti: 
J an Quillen Wyman Mr. Edwards of Louisiana with Mr, Brock. jn lieu thereof the following: 
Johnson, Calif. Yatron Mr. Fallon with Mr. Powell. “Src. 7. (a) Th tort 
Johnson, Pa. Young Mr. Abbitt with Mr. Bush. Shdpiowed beep ee = 
Jones, Ala, at Mr. Anderson of Tennessee with Mrs. Leip! ad oe pct ae tt ee c 
siete Netty eee 208 Dwyer. 
Karth Reid, Ill. Zwach A Clay with Mr, Lowenstein. MOTION OFFERED BY MR. ROGERS OF COLORA 
NAYS—1 F Mr. Yates with Mr. Weicker. ‘ Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. WM 
Hoin Geee aan Faccs pee re : a ae Speaker, I offer a motion. 
NOT VOTING—125 att OpnSy 2 ylvania wi The Clerk read as follows: 
% iwardecte Mr. Philbin with Mr. Gross. : Mr. Rocers of Colorado moves to strike o 
Penns cle Mr. Meleher with Mr. Button. all after the enacting clause of S. 3630 a 
Fallon _ Mr. Mollohan with Mr. Halpern. to insert in lieu thereof the provisions of H 
Farbstein Mr. Wright with Mr. Collins. AOS BE ae Sone 
pial Mr. Hicks with Mr. King. “That the joint resolution entitled ‘Joi 
ord cionia Mr. Baring with Mrs. Chisholm. Resolution To Establish the American Rey 
Collins Fulton, Tenn. Mr. Burlison of Missouri with Mr.Lujan.. lution Bicentennial Commission, and ; 
Corman Fuqua Mr. Miller of California with Mr. Talcott. other purposes’, approved July 4, 1966 ( 
Cowger Gilbert Mr. Landrum with Mr. Kleppe. Stat. 259), as amended, is further amended 
eae eee tee ' Mrs. Griffiths with Mr. Thomson of Wis- “(1) by adding in section 2(b)(8) t 
daca es consin. ; words ‘the Secretary of Housing and Urb 
Davis, Ga. Haley Mr. Purcell with Mr. Lukens. Development and the Secretary of Transp 
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Hutton Ramondson Hébert Mr. McCarthy with Mr. Broyhill of North in lieu thereof the words ‘3109 of title 
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“(3)} by adding an additional section 6(g) 
to read as follows: 

‘Sec. 6. (g) Whoever, except as author- 
ized under rules and regulations issued by 
the Commission, Knowingly manufactures, 
reproduces, or uses any logos, symbols, or 
marks originated under authority of and cer- 
tified by the Commission for use in conneo-= 
tion with the commemoration of the Ameri- 
can Revolution Bice ereaal or any fac- 
simile thereof, or in such a manner as 
suggests any such logos, symbols, or marks, 
shall be fined not more than $250 or 
imprisoned not more than six months or 
both: Provided, That this section shall be 
applicable upon publication in the Federal 
Register of notification of certification here- 
under by the Commission with respect to 
each such logo, symbol, or mark,’; 

“(4) by deleting section 7(a) and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the following: 

“Sec. 7. (a) There is authorized to be 
appropriated not to exceed $373,000 for the 
period through fiscal year 1971.’” 





The motion was agreed to. 

The Senate bill was ordered to be read 
a third time, was read the third time, 
and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

A similar House bill (H.R. 16408) was 
laid on the table. 





GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND 


Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Mr. Speak- 


er, I ask unanimous consent that~% 
Members may have 5 legislati ays 
in which to extend their remarks on 
the bill just passed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there Apiection to 
‘the request of the gentleman from 
Colorado? 


There was no objection. 





FURTHER MESSAGE FROM ‘THE 
SENATE .- 


A further message from the Senate 
by Mr. Arrington, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed 
with amendment in which the concur- 
rence of the House is requested, a bill 
of the House of the following title: 

H.R. 18126. An act to amend title 28 of 
the United States Code to provide for hoid- 
ing district court for the Eastern District of 
New York at Westbury, N.Y. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
17604) entitled ‘“‘An act to authorize cer- 
tain construction at military installa- 
tions, and for other purposes.” 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the amendments of the 
House to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to a bill of the House of the follow- 
ing title: 

H.R. 16710. An act to amend chapter 87 of 
title 38, United States Code, to remove 
the time limitations on the use of entitle- 
ment to loan benefits, to authorize guaran- 
teed and direct loans for the purchase of 
mobile homes, to authorize direct loans for 
certain disabled veterans, and for the 
purposes. 


AUTHORIZING VOLUNTARY ADMIS- 
SION OF PATIENTS TO DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA INSTITUTION PRO- 
VIDING CARE, EDUCATION, AND 
TREATMENT OF MENTALLY RE- 
TARDED PERSONS 


Mr. McMILLAN, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s desk the bill (H.R. 4182) to 
authorize voluntary admission of pa- 


‘tients to the District of Columbia insti- 


tution providing care, education, and 
treatment of mentally retarded persons, 
with Senate amendments thereto, and 
concur in the Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. _ 

The Clerk read the Senate amend- 
ments, as follows: 

Page 2, line 2, strike out “‘mentally” and 
insert ‘ ‘substantially’. 

Page 2, lines 9 and 10, strike out ‘‘ ‘men- 
tally’’ and insert “ ‘substantially”. 

Page 3, line 6, strike out “‘mentally” and 
insert ‘ ‘substantially”’. ~ 

Page 3, line 16, strike out “‘mentally” and 
insert ‘ ‘substantially”. 

Page 4, line 1, after 
person”’. 

Page 4, line 2, strike out all after “Haven” 
down to and including line 7. 

Page 4, line 10, strike out “mentally” and 
insert “substantially”. 

Page 5, line 4, strike out “mentally re- 
tarded’’. 

Page 6, strike out lines 1 t 4, inclusive, 

nd insert: 

““(e) The District of Columbia Council 
is authorized to issue regulations to carry 
out the purpoes of this section.” 

Page 6, after line 4, insert: 

““(f) The authority contained in this sec- 
tion shall extend to January 1, 1975, unless 
repealed prior to that date.’ ”’ 

Page 6, line 15, strike out “‘ “mentally” and 
insert “‘ “substantially”. 

Page 7, line 21, strike out “«mental” and 
insert “ ‘substantial. 

Page 8, line 6, strike out “‘mentally” and 
insert “ ‘substantially”. 

Page 8, line 15, strike out “ ‘mentally” 
and insert “ ‘substantially’. 

Page 9, line 2, strike out “‘MENTALLY” 
and insert “ “SUBSTANTIALLY”. 

Page 9, line 3, strike out ‘“‘2le” and insert 
ae 

Page 9, line 6, strike out “ ‘Mentally” and 
insert ‘‘ ‘Substantially’. 

Amend the title so as to read: “An Act 
to authorize voluntary admission of patients 
to the District of Columbia institution pro- 
viding care, education, and treatment of 
substantially retarded persons.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendments were con- 
curred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


“admit’’ insert “a 





AUTHORIZING COMMISSIONER OF 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA TO SELL 
OR EXCHANGE CERTAIN REAL 
PROPERTY OWNED BY THE DIS- 
TRICT IN PRINCE WILLIAM 

COUNTY, VA. if 


Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s desk the bill (H.R, 18086) to 
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authorize the Commissioner of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to scll or exchange cer- 
tain real property owned by the District 
in Prince William County, Va., with Sen- 
ate amendments thereto, and concur in 
the Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the Senate amend- 
ments, as follows: 

Page 2, line 16, strike out “or bog.” and 
insert ‘bog, pothole, swale, glade, slash, over- 
flow land of river Mats, pool, slough, hole, as 
well as those areas necessary to protect the 
natural features of a contiguous wetland 
area. The area encompassed by the definition 
of wetlands is to be determined Jointly by 
tho Commisioner and the Secretary of the 
Interior.” 

Page 2, line 24, strike out ‘fone year” and 
insert “three years”. 

Page 3, line 5, strike out “one year” and 
insert “three years”, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendments were con- 
curred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 








RESIGNATION FROM COMMITTEE 
ON APPROPRIATIONS 


The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following resignation from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations: 

OcToserR 14, 1970. 
Hon. JoHN McCormack, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. SPEAKER: I hereby tender my 
resignation from the House Appropriations 
Committee. 

The associations with the Chairman, rank- 
ing member and other members of this great 
Committee have been the most enjoyable 
and satisfactory experience of my years in 
the Congress. 

Sincerely yours, 
BEN REIFEL, 
Member of Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the 
resignation will be accepted. 
There was no objection. 





CORRECTION OF ROLLCALL 


Mr. BROTZMAN. Mr. Speaker, on roll- 
call No. 339, on October 13, a quorum 
call, Iam recorded as absent. I was pres- 
ent and answered to my name. I ask : 
unanimous consent that the permanent 
Recorp and Journal be corrected accord- 
ingly. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Colorado? 

There was no objection. 





LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM FOR WEEK 
- OF’ NOVEMBER 16 


(Mr. ARENDS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for one 
minute.) 

Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, I take this 
time for the purpose of inquiring of the 
distinguished majority leader as to the 
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THE ADVERSE EFFECT OF THE WEST 
COAST DOCK STRIKE ON OUR NA- 
TIONAL WELL-BEING 


(Mr. ARENDS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) : 

Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, it has been 
my privilege to serve in Congress for 
many years. [ have always been proud to 
be a Member of Congress. When a criti- 
eal situation arises endangering our na- 
tional safety or national welfare the 
Congress has been responsive to the pub- 
lic needs. The public interest has taken 
precedence over selfish special interests. 

It distresses me, Mr. Speaker, to have 
to say that this Congress is rapidly be¢ 
coming known as the “public-He- 
damned” Congress. I say this because of 
the failure of this Congress to act ex- 
peditiously on the President’s recom- 
mendation for ending the dock strike 
which is undermining all our’ efforts to 
stabilize our national economy and re- 
duce unemployment. 

Several members of the Committee on 
Education and Labor have publicly indi- 
cated that their committee has no in- 
tention of reporting the pending bill to 
quickly halt the west toast strike. And I 
might add we would not have this criti- 
cal situation hed this Congress, and the 
previous Congress. taken action to repair 
the long acknowledged deficiencies in our 
labor law for the settlement of national 
emergency strikes. 

In a special message we will receive 
from the President he cleads with us to 
recognize the plight of the farmers, the 
exporters and the adverse effect of this 
strike on cur national well-being. 

I would simply say to the members of 
that committee, with ail respect, that 
time is of the essence. We ought to be 
about our business and report out a bill 
so we Members of Congress would have 
...the.opportunity to vote it up or down as 
we decide. 





DOCK STRIKES ON EAST AND WEST 
COASTS 


(Mr. DELLENBACK asked and was 
Biven permission to address the House 
for 1 minute, to revise and extend his 
remarks and include extraneous matter.) 

Mr. DELLENBACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
would meke a brief additional comment 

_to that already made by the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. THompson), the 
chairman of our subcommittee. 

ié is true the subcommittee has had 
hearings. In connection with the aliusicn 
or the reference to section 210 of the 
Tait-Hartiey Act, however, the question 
was expressly put to Mr. Hodgson when 
he was before us, 2nd he made clear that 
their interpretation of the section to 
which ailusion was made was that a re- 
port could either be made after the west 
coast’s 80-day cooling-off period had ex- 
pired or after both the west and east 
coasts’ 80-day pericds had expired. He 
made it very clear that it was the inter- 
pretation of their Department that they 
should wait until the second period had 
expired. They are going to wait until the 
expiration of the second period and then 
flie their report. 
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So far as Mr. Hodgson is concerned, I 
intend to contact him as quickly as pos- 
sible after this. I was aware of the fact 
that there had been discussions between 
him and the chairman of our subcom- 
mittee. If we are awaiting a reply from 
him I will do my best to get that reply 
immediately. 

As far as particular action by our sub- 
committee is concerned, yesterday when 
the Secretaries of Transportation and 
Agriculture and the Under Secretary of 
Commerce were—before us, they made 
very clear that there is present damage, 
that there is extreme or severe damage, 
and that in their opinion immediate ac- 
ion is called for. I hope that the im- 
mediate action will be taken just as 
quickly as possible. 





AMERICAN REVOLUTION BICEN- 
TENNIAL COMMEMORATIVE MED- 
AL 


Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, by direc- 
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call up 
House Resolution 790 and ask for its im- 
mediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution as fol- 
lows: } 

H. REs. 790 Z 

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this 
resolution it shall be in order to move that 
the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union for the consideration of the Dill 
(H.R. 7987) to provide for the striking of 
medals in commemoration of the bicenten- 
nial of the American Revolution. After gen- 
eral debate which shall be confined to the bill 
and shall continue not to exceed one hour, to 
be equally divided and controlled by the 
chairman and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Banking and Currency, the 
bill shall be read for amendment under the 
five-minute rule. At the conclusion of the 
consideration of the bill for amendment. the 
Committee shall rise and report the bil! to 
the House with such amendments as may 
have been adopted, and the previous ques- 
tion shall be considered as ordered on the 
bill and amendments thereto to final passage 
without intervening motion except one mo- 
sion to recommit. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Missouri is recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30 
minutes to the gentleman from Ohic 
(Mr. Latta), pending which I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

The Speaker, I know of no controversy 
under this rule, and there appeared to 
be no controversy over the matier it 
makes in order. 

Consequently. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

(Mr. LATTA asked and was given per- 
mission to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. 
MAYNE). 

A STRONGER FEED GRAIN PROGRAM ANNOUNCED 
TODAY . 

Mr. MAYNE. I thank the gentieman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to call the atten- 
tion of the Members of the House to the 
terms of the new 1972 feed grain pro- 
gram, which have just been announced 
this morning, which should greatly in- 
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crease participation and strengthen the 
program this year. 

When it became clear from the crop- 
planning intention survey released last 
week that there were not gcing to be 
sufficient acres set aside in response to 
the payments previously announced, 
Secretary of Agriculture Butz moved 
promptly to use the flexible provisions of 
the 1970 Agriculture Act, to remedy the 
situation. He has this morning an- 
nounced that farmers who sign up for 
the program during the sign-up period 
which starts tomorrow will have the op- 
tion of setting aside an additional 19 
or 15 percent of their base acres in addi- 
tion to the mandatory 25 percent. They 
will receive a direct payment of 80 cents 
per bushel for this voluntary set aside. 
To qualify for this payment they must 
also withhold another 10 or 15 percent 
of base acres from corn or sorghum pro- 
duction. This new option should ge a 
long way toward reaching the goal of 
retiring 38 million acres from feed grain 
production this vear. 

The combined mandatory and volun- 
tary aspects of the revised program will 
strengthen farm income while keeping 
feed grain production within reasonable 
limits and facilitating the orderly dispo- 
sition of last year’s surplus. Ev today’s 
action the Nixon administration has 
demonstrated that it is capable cf using 
the Agriculture Act of 1$70 boldly and 
decisively in the national interest. The 
act is being given a chence to work in 
the way that Congress intended. 

(Mr. MAYNE asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. GERALD R. Forp), 

EMERGENCY LEGISLATION TO SETTLE THE DOCK 
STRIKE 


Mr. GERALD R. FORD. Mr. Speaker, 
I have asked for this time from the gen- 
tleman from Ohio so that I might ask 
ths gentieman from Oregon (Mr. DeL- 
LENBACK) 2 question. 

The impression has been created. in- 
advertently or ctherise, that in order for 
the Congress to act on the Presideni’s 
emergency legisiation to settle the dock 
strike this report under the Taft-Hartley 
Act was a prerequisite. Would the gentle- 
man from Oregon answer that question? 

Mr. DELLENBACK. Yes; I shall be 
glad to respond to the question asked by 
ths minority leader. 

The report to which the chairman of 
the subcommittee alluded earlier is called 
for by the act involved, out not as a 
preliminary to any such action as we are 
here ccntemplating in the subcommittee. 
We discussed the question of the report 
itself, but there should be no misunder- 
standing in the mind cf any Member of 
the House that that is a prerequiste be- 
fore the subcommittee can act on the 
legisiation before us. There is no such 
prereauisite. 

Mr. GERALD R. FORD. I thank the 
gentleman from Oregon. 

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 


minute to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. Hunt). 
(By unanimous consent Mr. Hunr 


was allowed to speak out of order.) 
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BUREAUCRAT QUESTIONS WISDOM 
: PRESIDENT 


Mr. HUNT. Mr. Speaker, yesterday a 
meeting was held at Vice President 
AGNEW’s Office in Washington, D.C., at 
which I was privileged to attend, where 
Officials from the city of Camden, N.J., 
and members of the Legal Services, OEO, 
were present. 

The Vice President, presiding over the 
meeting, was trying to act as a mediator 
between the two adverse groups, so that 
we might get off the ground with some 
low-income housing in the city of Cam- 
den, N.J., that has been stymied by legal 
action for 3 or 4 years. 

During the meeting; the Director of 
the Legal Services, OEO, Mr. Fred 
Speaker, had the audacity to question 
the wisdom of the Vice President in at- 
tempting to get something done for poor 
people by getting rid of this ridiculous 
situation by recommending a meeting 
between the litigants. No attempt was 
made by the Vice President to circum- 
vent the courts, and he made it quite 
clear he was having this meeting so that 
all parties concerned might meet on 
common ground. 

I am appalled that a bureaucrat like 
Fred Speaker would have the audacity 
to question the right of the Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States on this matter. 

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, I agree with 
the statement just made by my colleague 
and wish to state that I support this bill 
and the rule. The resolution provides for 
an open rule with 1 hour’s debate. 

The purpose of H.R. 7987 is to author- 
ize the American Revolution Bicenten- 
nial Commission to utilize the facilities 
of the Bureau of the Mint on a fully re- 
imbursable basis to strike a series of com- 
memorative national medals. 

The medals are to be made widely 
available to the American people at rea- 
sonable prices to insure the broadest 
public participation in this phase of the 
hicentennial commemoration. 

The medals are to be furnished to the 
Commission by the Secretary of the 
Treasury at prices equal to the cost of 
manufacture, including labor, materials, 
dies, use of machinery, and overhead ex- 
penses. Since all production expenses 
must be paid by the Commission, there 
will be no cost to the Treasury. The 
Commission in turn expects to make 
Substantial profit from the public sale 
of the medals. These profits are to be 
used in the furtherance of the bicen- 
tennial celebration. No medals may be 
produced under authority of this legisla- 
tion after December 31, 1983. 

This is an administration bill which 
was introduced by the chairman of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, 
Mr. Patman, on behalf of himself, Mrs. 
SuLuivan, chairwoman of the Subcom- 
mittee on Consumer Affairs, which has 
jurisdiction over the Bureau of the 
Mint, and Mr. WIpNALL, ranking minority 
member of the committee. 

The committee report includes one let- 
ter from the Department of the Treas- 
ury approving the bill. 

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question on the resolution. 
The previous question was ordered. 

- The resolution was agreed to. 


OF VICE 
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A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (H.R. 7987) to provide for the 
striking of medals in commemoration of 
the bicentennial of the American Revolu- 
tion. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 


Accordingly the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the bill H.R. 7987, with Mr. 
MaAnppDEN in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the first read- 
ing of the bill was dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. PatMaNn) will 
be recognized for 30 minutes, and the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. Wup- 
NALL) will be recognized for 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. PATMAN). 

(Mr. PATMAN asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, H.R. 
7987 is a nonpartisan, administration bill 
proposed by the American Revolution Bi- 
centennial Commission to carry out rec- 


omendations of a distinguished panel of - 


Americans in the numismatics field, and 
was approved unanimously in the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

The bill authorizes the American 
Revolution Bicentennial Commission, 
which is an independent Federal agency 
created by Public Law 89-491, to utilize 
the facilities of the Bureau of the Mint, 
on a fully reimbursable basis, to strike 
a series of commemorative national 
medals as part of the national observance 
of the 200th anniversary of the founding 
of the United States of America. 

Enactment of the legislation will pro- 
vide a means by which the general pub- 
lic can begin to participate directly in the 
observance of the 200th anniversary of 
the events which culminated in the 
founding of our Nation—events which 
changed the course of civilization. 

Mr. Chairmen, the gentlewoman from 
Missouri (Mrs. Su.Luivan) is chair- 
woman of the Consumer Affairs Sub- 
committee. She conducted the hearings 
on this bill and did a very fine job in 
getting all of the material testimony 
that could be obtained. She is very fa- 
miliar with the bill, and I would like 
to yield to her at this time such time 
as she may use. 

(Mrs. SULLIVAN asked and was given 
permission to revise atid extend her re- 
marks.) 

Mrs. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, we 
have expedited this bill in the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency, at the 
urgent request of the Director of the 
Bureau of the Mint, so that the Mint 
can begin promptly to program its work 
for the production by July 4, 1972, of 
the first of a series of commemorative 
national medals authorized in the leg- 
islation. I mention that fact, because 
otherwise, there might be some ques- 
tion as to why we are asking the House 
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to act today on a measure which pre- 
sumably deals with an anniversary 
which is still more than 4 years away. 

CELEBRATION OF OUR NATIONAL HERITAGE 

The bicentennial of the American 
Revolution, will be one of the most sig- 
nificant anniversaries in our history, 
and in the history of freedom in the 
world. But it is not just the formal act 
of national independence in 1776, which 
we are celebrating; it is the series of 
events which preceded and led up to 
the War of Independence, the develop- 
ments during that war—which did not 
end, as you know, until 1783—and the 
establishment of our governmental 
structure which evolved painfully, and 
culminated in the drafting and adop- 
tion of the Constitution. It is our heri- 
tage we are celebrating in the bicenten- 
nial, not just the anniversary of 1 day 
in 1776. J 

So the Commission, which was estab- 
lished by Congress several years ago to 
plan, encourage. develop, and coordi- 
nate the commemoration of the Ameri- 
can Revolution, and which consists of 
a wide cross section of distinguished 
Americans, including four of our col- 
leagues in the House and four Senators, 
appointed an advisory panel of out- 
standing leaders in the field of numis- 
matics, to recommend appropriate use 
of coins, currency, commemorative med- 
als or similar means, for dramatizing 
the birth not only of a nation, but of 
a new political concept of freedom. In 
addition to a bicentennial theme med- 
al, commemorating the year 1776, the 
panel recommended a series of 13 sepa- 
rate medals, marking specific historical 
events, proposing that they be issued at 
a rate of one each year on July 4, 
through 1983, along with a companion 
commemorative stamp in a philatelic- 
numismatic combination. 
DISCRETIONARY AUTHORITY TO STRIKE MEDALS 


Now, this bill does not require that- 13 
annual medals be issued; it Just author- 
izes that number as a maximum. If the 
project meets only limited success, or 
the public response just is not there, why 
of course they can then make their own 
judgment as to how many medals will 
be struck. > 

The same thing is true as regards the 
materials used in the medals. We had 
some testimony urging that we require 
the use of silver in certain of the medals. 
The bill leaves that decision up to the 
American Revolution Bicentennial Com- 
mission and to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury—they can use silver, or not, as they 
see fit. I do not feel it is the proper role 
of the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency to force:-a Government agency to 
use silver for souvenir purposes, or any 
other particular alloy, if it wishes to use 
something else instead. 

There was one other area of contro- 
versy in the hearing. One of the private 
manufacturers of commemorative medals 
felt that the American Revolution Bi- 
centennial Commission should be per- 
mitted to issue only one commemorative 
medal—for the anniversary of the Dec- 
laration of Independence. He felt that if 
the Federal commission issued more than 
the one medal, it would cut into his busi- 
ness, because he was working out ar- 
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rangements with a number of the State 

bicentennial commissions to issue a se- 

ries of State commemorative medals. 
RELATIONSHIP TO STATE COMMISSIONS 

Representatives of several of the State 
‘commissions supported this view, be- 
cause they said they had no funds at all 
for their work and the issuance of State 
medals would help them raise some funds. 
But it is the plan of the Federal com- 
mission to make grants to all of the State 
bicentennial commissions, of at least 
$90,000 each, and legislation to authorize 
such grants to the State commissions, 
S. 1857, has passed the Senate and has 
been approved and reported by the House 
Judiciary Committee, and is now on the 
Union Calendar and would certainly help 
meet this problem of helping to finance 
the State commissions. Incidentally, two 
private manufacturers of medals, who 
also hope to get business from the State 
commissions, supported H.R. 7987 and 
do not consider it improper competition 
by the Federal Government. 

There is nothing in H.R. 7987 to pro- 
hibit the States from issuing any medals 
they want to. I am sure a lot of people 
will want to buy copies of all of the Fed- 
eral medals, and also copies of any med- 
als issued by their own States. But, this 
is a nationwide celebration, and I think 
“the Federal commission’s medals, will 
be of much broader appeal to collectors 
throughout the country, and to the gen- 
eral public than a series of medals issued 
by a State other than one’s own State. 

There is, of course, a2 money-raising 
aspect to these Federal medals; the Na- 
tional Commission hopes to take in any- 
where from $400,000 to $2 million a year 
in gross receipts—not profits, because no 
one knows what the profits would be as 
yet—in the sale of national medals or 
medal-and-stamp combinations, and of 


————course any profits they realize would re- 


duce the need for appropriations for 
the Federal commission. But as we 
brought out in the hearings, it is not 
just a case of raising money—these med- 
als are intended to have patrictic sig- 
nificance to the American people, and 


~~ particularly to children, to bring home 


to them what we mean by liberty, and 
justice, and representative democracy, 
and how we got these unalienable rights 
Jefferson wrote about, and what those 


_._.__._ Lights entail, and who we are as a people, 


and what America is supposed to be all 
about. 


UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED BY COMMITTEE 


In summary, then, let me say that— 

First. This is permissive legislation; it 
permits the use of Bureau of the Mint 
. facilities to strike as many as 14 different 
national medals marking our 200th 
birthday and the events which sur- 
rounded the formation of our Nation; 

Second. The medals would be produced 
without cost to the Treasury and are 
intended to make a profit for the Federal 
agency; 

Third. The decisions on what the med- 
als will contain and what they will be 
made of and how they will be distributed 
and how much they will cost will be made 
by a distinguished commission to which 
eight Members of Congress, 12 Cabinet 
members and heads of agencies, and a 
group of outstanding private citizens 
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have been appointed under an act of 
Congress; 

Fourth. The numismatics hobby sup- 
ports this legislation, and all but one of 
the private manufacturers of medals who 
testified also supported it and felt this 
was a proper use for the Bureau of the 
Mint facilities; 

Fifth. The bill was unanimously ap- 
proved by the Committee on Banking and 
Currency after a full hearing by a sub- 
committee. 

MEMBERSHIP OF COMMISSION 


The list of members of the American 
Revolution Bicentennial Commission who 
would make the necessary determina- 
tions about the medals to be issued under 
this legislation is as follows: 

MEMBERSHIP LIST 
CONGRESSIONAL MEMBERS 


Representative Harold D. Donohue of Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Representative Julia Butler Hansen of 
Washington. 

Representative G. William Whitehurst of 
Virginia. 

Representative Lawrence G. Williams of 
Pennsylvania. 

Senator Edward W. Brooke of Massachu- 
setts. 

Senator Harry F. Byrd, Jr., of Virginia. 

Senator Norris Cotton of New Hampshire. 

Senator John O. Pastore of Rhode Island. 


EX OFFICIO MEMBERS 


Hon. William P. Rogers, Secretary of State. 

Hon. Melvin R. Laird, Secretary of Defense. 

Hon. John N. Mitchell, Attorney General of 
the United States. 

Hon. Rogers C. B. Morton, Secretary of the 
Interior. 

Hon. Maurice H. Stans, Secretary of Com- 
merce. 

Hon. George W. Romney, Secretary of Hous- 
ing and Urban Development. 

Hon. John A. Volpe, Secretary of Trans- 
portation. ; 

Hon. Elliot L. Richardson, Secretary of 
Health, Education, and Welfare. 

Hon. L. Quincy Mumford, Librarian of Con- 
gress. 

Hon. S. Dillon Ripley, Secretary of the 
Smithsonian Institution. 

Dr. James B. Rhoads, 
United States. 


Dr. William D. McElroy, Chairman Federal 
Council on the Arts and the Humanities. 


PUBLIC MEMBERS 
Chairman 


Hon. David J. Mahoney of New York, N.Y., 
chairman of the board, Norton Simen Indus- 
tries. 


Archivist of the 


Chairman emeritus az 


Dr. J. E. Wallace Sterling, Office of the 
Chancellor, Stanford University, Stanford, 
Calif. 

Vice chairman: Hobart Lewis, president and 
executive editor, Reader’s Digest, Pleasant- 
ville, N.Y. 

James Biddle, president, National Trust for 
Historic Preservation, 748 Jackson Place NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

James S. Copley, chairman of the corpora- 
tion, Copley Newspapers, La Jolla, Calif. 

Dr. Luther H. Foster, president, Tuskegee 
Institute, Tuskegee Institute, Ala. 

Mrs. Ann Hawkes Hutton, Bristol, Pa. 

George Irwin, Quincy, Ill. 

Hon. Erik Jonsson, Dallas, Tex. 

George E. Lang, the George Lang Corp., 
New York, N.Y. 

Prof. Richard P. McCormack, Department 
of History, Rutgers, the State University, New 
Brunswick, N.J. 

Thomas W. Moore, president, Tomorrow 
Entertainment, Inc., New York, N.Y. 

Clarke T. Reed, Greenville, Miss. 
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Frederick A. Seaton, Hastings, Nebr. 

Dr. Paul S. Smith, Whittier, Calif. 

Miss Nancy Porter, National Representa- 
tive of Girl Scouts, U.S.A., Washington, D.C. 

Hon. John O. Marsh, Jr., Washington, D.C. 

‘Under terms of S. 1857, a Senate-passed bill 
which has been approved by the House Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, the membership of 
the Commission would be expanded to in- 
clude also the Secretary of the Treasury 
as an ex officio member, four representatives 
of the judiciary branch, and 25 instead of 17 
public members. (S. 1857 also authorizes 
grants by the ARBC to all of the State bicen- 
tennial commissions.) 


ADVISORY PANEL ON COINS AND MEDALS 


The proposed series of commemorative 
medals envisioned by H.R. 7987 was recom- 
mended by the following advisory panel es- 
tablished by the Commission: 

George E. Lang, ARBC Commisioner, 
Chairman. 

Mrs. Margo Russell, editor, Coin World, 
Vice Chairman. / 

Herbert -M. Bergen, president, American 
Numismatic, Association. 

Mrs. Elvira Clain-Stefanelli, curator, the 
National Museum of History and Technology. 

Dr. Viadimir Clain-Stefanelii, curator, the 
National Museum of History and Technology. 

Henry Grunthal, curator of European and 
modern coins, the American Numismatic 


Society. 
Clifford Mishler, editor, Numismatic News. 
Don Taxay, Flushing, N.Y., numismatic 
author. 


Ralph J. Menconi, distinguished sculptor 
and creator of the Nixon Medal. 

Eric Newman, distinguished collector. 

From Federal agencies 

Hon. James Conlon, Director of the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing. 

Hon. Mary Brooks, Director of the Bureau 
of the Mint. 

Hon. Charls Walker, Under of the Treasury. 

Douglas MacAgy, National Endowment for 
the Arts. , / 

(Senator Mark O. Hatfield of Oregon, Rep- 
resentative Fred Schwengel of Iowa, and 
John J. Pittman of Rochester, N.Y., new 
president of the American Numismatic As- 
sociation, have subsequently been added to 
this panel.) 


COMMITTEE CONSIDERATION 


H.R. 7987 was referred to the Subcom- 
mittee on Consumer Affairs, which held 
a hearing on the measure on June 29, 
1971. Witnesses favoring the bill in- 
cluded: 

From the administration: Hon. Mary 
T. Brooks, Director of the Bureau of the 
Mint; Hon. William L. Dickey, Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury; and 
George E. Lang of New York, a member 
of the American Revolution Bicenten- 
nial Commission and chairman of its 
advisory panel on coins and medals; 

From the numismatic field: Chester 
L. Krause of Iola, Wis., publisher of 
Numismatic News; and Mrs. Margo Rus- 
sell of Sidney, Ohio, editor of Coin World 
and vice chairman of the ARBC advisory 
panel on coins and medals; and 

From private industry in the medallic 
field: Michael C. Cerullo, Jr., of Attle- 
boro, Mass., director of commemorative 
issues for the Robbins Co.; and William 
T. Louth of New York, president of 
Medallic Art Co. 

Hon. JAMES A. McCLurRE, a Member of 
Congress from Idaho, testified in favor 
of the provisions of the bill, but urged 
its expansion to specify the use of silver 
in certain of the medals and to authorize 
issuance of a silver commemorative coin, 
@s proposed in his bill H.R. 9408. 


to $2 million, 
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Testimony urging limitation of the bill 
to a national commemorative medal 


marking the year 1776, or otherwise re-' 


ducing the variety of medals authorized 
in the legislation, was given by Hon. John 
H. Ware, a Member of Congress from 
Pennsylvania; Richard F.. Gibbs, execu- 
tive secretary of the North Carolina 
American Revolution Bicentennial Com- 
mission and Chairman of the Bicenten- 
nial Council of the Original Thirteen 
States; Hon. George F. McDonald, a rep- 
resentative in the Rhode Island Legisla- 
ture, serving also as chairman of the 
Rhode Island Bicentennial Commission 
and formerly as Chairman of the Bicen- 
tennial Council of the Original Thirteen 
States;.and Joseph M. Segel of Philadel- 
phia, president of Franklin Mint. 

The bill was considered in the full com- 
mittee on Tuesday, January 24, 1972, and 
approved by voice vote without amend- 
ment. 

COST OF THE LEGISLATION 

There will be no cost to the Treasury in 
the production of the medals authorized 
by this legislation, since all production 
and related expenses must be paid by the 
ARBC. The ARBC, in turn, expects to 

-make substantial profits from the sale of 
the medals to numismatists and other 


collectors. Annual gross revenues from 


sale of medals and companion commemo- 
rative stamps, in a proposed philatelic- 
numismatic combination suggested by 
the advisory panel, are estimated by 
Commission spokesmen at from $400,000 
“based on an increasing 
yearly acceptance over a 5-year period’’ 
(p. 49 of the hearings) . The Commission 
however, as yet has “no valid estimates” 
as to the potential profits from such 
sales. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge that the bill be 
approved. 


ne eM, McCLURE. Mr..Chairman, will 


Phe ene ct 


the gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. SULLIVAN. I will be happy to 
yield to the gentleman from Idaho. 

Mr. McCLURE. This legislation, which 


has been the result of the hearings held . 


in your subcommittee, which were ex- 


tensive and afforded full opportunity for 


all parties to be heard, does not make any 
provision for the incorporation of the 
State series into the national series, does 
it? 

_Mrs. SULLIVAN. No. It has nothing to 
do with the State medals. 

Mr. McCLURE. They are free to do 
what they wish, but there is no require- 
ment that they be coordinated with the 
national series? 

Mrs. SULLIVAN. The gentleman is 
correct. 

Mr. McCLURE. And the legislation au- 
thorizes the Treasury Department to 
use whatever materials they desire to use? 

Mrs. SULLIVAN. That is correct. The 
Treasury and the American. Revolution 
Bicentennial Commission. 

Mr. McCLURE. I believe there was 
testimony that they intend to use bronze, 
German silver, and platinum in their 
series. Has there been any change in 
their thinking so far as the gentle- 
woman’s committee knows? ; 

Mrs. SULLIVAN. At the moment I do 
not believe the Commission has made up 
its mind. If any of the Commission mem- 


~ CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE 


bers are here—and I believe several of 
them are—they might answer that ques- 
tion for the gentleman. 

Mr. McCLURE. But as far as your 
committee is concerned, no information 
different from that which was given in 
the hearings has been forthcoming? 

Mrs. SULLIVAN. That is correct. 

Mr. McCLURE. I thank the gentle- 
woman for yielding. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. SULLIVAN. I will be happy to 
yield to the gentleman from-Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. I thank my friend from 
Missouri for yielding. Will any of these 
medals or whatever they are contain any 
of that anachronistic, barbaric gold as 
the Committee on Banking and Currency 
labeled it not so long ago when they had 
some legislation on the floor of the 
House? 

Mrs. SULLIVAN. I do not think I can 
answer that question of the gentleman. 
It is going to be up to the Commission 
and the Treasury as to what materials 
are used. 

Mr. GROSS. I see the chairman of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. PATMAN) 
listening intently. I am sure he knows 
that that anachronistic, barbaric gold 
went to more than $48 an ounce yesterday 
on the world market, some $13 an ounce 
more than that barbaric metal was worth 
in the United States until last November 
when the administration saw fit to arbi- 
trarily increase the price by $3 an ounce. 
I do not know whether the gentleman 
has any comment to make regarding that 
barbaric metal, but I will be glad to hear 
the gentleman if the gentlewoman will 
yield to him. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. SULLIVAN. I will be happy to 
yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. PATMAN. First, I cannot agree 
with the definition of gold the gentleman 
uses. I do not recall our committee ever 
describing gold with the language the 
gentleman just used. 

I assume from the way the gentleman 
started out on his question that he meant 
the cupro-nickel clad metal. 

Mr. GROSS. Containing no gold what- 
soever. I am sure we would not want to 
engage in an evil action of that kind. I 
just want to be sure that none of that 
barbaric gold is going to be used in any 
of these metals. 

Mr. PATMAN. Gold is generally used 
now in every country of the world, but 
not as you know as a medium of ex- 
change. 

Mr. GROSS. Not in the United States; 
is it not being used as a medium of ex- 
change. It is used and highly valued 
everywhere else in the world as a me- 
dium of exchange. 

Mr. PATMAN. For rings, jewelry and 
the like. It is used all the time, for fill- 
ing of teeth and things like that. 

Mr. GROSS. But your committee has 
labeled it as being so barbaric and so 
evil and so anachronistic that it must 
not be used as a medium of exchange in 
the United States. 

Mr. PATMAN. The gentleman, I am 
sure, is incorrect in that statement. No 
one used that language. 
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Mr. GROSS. I will cite you chapter 
and verse in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. PATMAN. No one has used that 
language except the gentleman from 
Iowa, to my knowledge. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. SULLIVAN. I yield to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, in fur- 
ther answer to my distinguished col- 
league, the gentleman from Iowa, I would 
like to quote the language of the bill. 

The bill states: 

The Secrétary of the Treasury (hereafter 
referred to as the ‘‘Secretary’’) is authoized 
and directed to strike medals of suitable sizes 
and metals, each with suitable emblems, 
devices, and inscriptions to be determined by 
the American Revolution Bicentennial Com- 
mission (hereafter referred to as the “Com- 
mission”) subject to the approval of the 
Secretary). 


At no time has the American Revolu- 
tion Bicentennial Commission mentionéd 
the use of any gold in any of the medals 
to be struck. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, H.R. 7987 provides for 
the production of a series of commemora- 
tive national medals under the auspices 
of the American Revolution Bicenten- 
nial Commission. The commission was set 
up in 1966 to plan. encourage, develop, 
and coordinate the commemoration of 
the second century since the American 
Revolution. As well as being a member 
of the Banking and Currency Committee, 
I also serve as a member of the ARBC. 

One of the means of bringing to the 
American people a tangible symbol of this 
celebration is the provisoin of medals 
for the general public. I have joined in 
supporting this bill to authorize the com- 
mission to make such medals available 
for all those who will purchase and treas- 
ure them. I would like to mention at the 
outset that these medals will be produced 
and sold on a fully reimbursable basis— 


‘that is, at no cost to the Government. 


Specifically, H.R. 7987 authorizes the 
production of a number of medals com- 
memorative of the American Revolution 
to be struck at the request of the ARBC, 
a national medal commemorating the 
year 1776, and up to 13 additional medals 
each of a different design to commemo- 
rate specific historical events of ene 
significance. 

These medals will be made of 925 fine 
silver, a combination of .925 fine silver 
and some other metals, and bronze. 

The medals themselves will be de- 
signed by the American Revolution Bi- 
centennial Commission in consultation 
with its advisory panel on coins and 
medals, and subject to the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. Decisions 
as to the sizes of medals, their material 
composition, and the artistic designs will 
be based on studies and reports of the ad- 
visory panel, which has already under- 
taken to determine the factors, including 
necessary price to cover costs, which will 
assure the broadest dispersal of such 
medals. 

Approval by the Secretary of the 
Treasury is required because the facili- 
ties of the Bureau of the Mint will be 
used to produce the medals, and costs of 
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production and administration should be 
supervised to protect the Treasury. As 
printed in the committee’s report on the 
bill, the Acting General Counsel of the 
Department of the Treasury has stated 
that there is no objection from that 
quarter, given the approval power. Addi- 
tional measures of protection are pro- 
vided by the minimum number of medals 
per series being set at 2,000, and a termi- 
nation date for production of December 
31, 1983. With these prerogatives vested 
in the Secretary, the Department of the 
Treasury has expressed its approval of 
the production of medals as provided by 
the bill. 

The costs to the Treasury are to be 
fully reimbursed, on a basis which in- 
cludes cost of manufacture, including la- 
bor, dies, use of machinery, and over- 
head expenses. The medals will be priced 
accordingly, including an allowance for 
@ profit to the ARBC, to be devoted to 
carrying out its other functions. 

The bill was reported out favorably by 
the committee by a unanimous voice vote 
and without amendment. Based on the 
hearings and information available to 
the committee, this bill has gained wide 
acceptance as a desirable program for 
the celebration and commemoration of 
the 200th anniversary of our Nation. If 
commend it to your favorable considera- 
tion. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 

*from Iowa (Mr. SCHWENGEL) such time 
as he may consume. 

Mr. SCHWENGEL. Mr. Chairman, I 

_ rise in support of the bill before the House 
and to make a few comments in regard 
to it. 

First, I have a great and continuing 
interest in commemorating significant 
events in our history. Recently we com- 
memorated the 100th anniversary of the 
War Between the States. In that com- 
_mMemoration we produced some litera- 
ture and a better understanding of the 
history of the time, the problems in- 
volved, and the solutions that came from 

~—thuse problems when they were resolved. 

A great American addressing this 
House said at one time— 

-Whenever a people forget its early hard 
beginnings, it is beginning to decay. 


I am quoting Carl Sandburg, who is the 
only private citizen not serving in pub- 
lic office who has addressed a joint ses- 


__..sion of the Congress. 


Mr. Chairman, there are evidences of 
decay in America today. We need to be 
reminded of those early struggles and 
sacrifices. - 

The Commission’s program commemo- 
rating the bicentennial of the Revolu- 
tion is focusing on those struggles and 
early hard beginnings. Those were not 
easy times for people. The series of 
medals proposed will be a fine series call- 
ing attention to significant dates that 
we need to know and remember. We need 
to ponder them as we prepare today to 
handle the problems of today and as we 
look to the future. 

I wish to commend the committee for 
responding to the recommendations of 
the Medals Subcommittee, of which I 
am a member, which has spent much 
time evaluating this program and con- 
sidering what contribution we can make 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE 


with and through the medals program. 
We most surely will help to finance the 
cost of this commemoration. There is 
nothing wrong with that. It is something 
we did during the Civil War centennial 
celebration and it worked out very well. 

I am glad to know also and empha- 
size and underscore what both the prin- 
cipal sponsors have said here, and that 
is those in the private business of medals 
are cooperating and endorsing the com- 
mittee bill with one exception. That also 
indicates that this is a proper approach 
to take full benefit of the potential here. 

So I commend the committee and the 
Congress for responding to this kind 
of proposal, and hope that as we carry 
on with the total program we can do jus- 
tice to this most meritorious project. No 
nation has ever had the opportunity we 
now have to commemorate the rich her- 
itage which is ours. We know the sac- 
rifices of our early pioneers that gave us 
this thing we call America, where we have 
some of the basic freedoms and take ad- 
vantage of those freedoms, though we 
do not have them in the finest sense 
yet. 

We are still struggling with the full 
implementation of those basic freedoms, 
but we have them here, and we are em- 
barking on a great program to call at- 
tention to this magnificent time, the 
200th anniversary of the freedom on this 
continent. ; 

I commend and thank the committee 
for this legislation. I am glad they are 
acting with dispatch in giving the Com- 
mission an opportunity to get going. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to comment 
now briefly on the opportunities that are 
presented to the Commission. First, I 
want to say that the Commission has not 
been unaware of States responsibilities. I 
think they are keenly aware of the chal- 
lenge. I only add my comments because 
I feel the urgency of getting early and 
effective programs underway so that we 
can benefit to the fullest from the oppor- 
tunity that this 200th anniversary of our 
birth brings to us. 

Mr. Chairman, no country, I believe, 
has in its brief history produced as much 
good literature on basic philosophies as 
we have, and no country has produced 
a finer group of historians than we 
Someone has researched this question on 
historians worldwide and has brought up 
the interesting conclusion that there are 
possibly 35,000 recognized and reliable 
historians in the world and that over 
15,000 of them are Americans. So, it be- 
hooves us to have a program that will 
harness all the talents available here 
and especially the talents of those who 
have an interest in the Revolutionary 
period. 

We also have great authors of drama 
and related literature who would be very 
willing to help. These must be approached 
and given an opportunity. 

We have a communication arrange- 
ment in television, in radio, and the press 
which surpasses anything in the world. 
These facilities can be, and should be, 
appealed to and used as we promote this 
commemoration. 

Also, because there are so many first 
and second generation Americans here, 
we want to use the potential of their 
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family ties within the foreign countries 
to encourage them to bring visitors here. 

We have great builders and we have 
great needs for many institutions that 
can be helpful. Magnificent park sys- 
tems—city, State, and National—should 
be coordinated and orchestrated into this 
total program. 

Mr. Chairman, it is necessary to know 
that members of the Commission are 
helping. Recently, they have contacted 
every historical association that has a 
statewide or national tie and invited 
them to not only participate, but to make 
suggestions. From this can come many 
ideas and I hope and believe that they 
will be used. 

Already, the Commission has called 
in men of great talent who have and are 
making a study of what can and should 
be done. One man in particular who is 
highly respected in the historical field 
is Carl Haverlin, former president of 
Broadcast Music, Inc., and now retired. 
He is a man who, throughout his life, has 
been interested in American history, as- 
sociated with historians, and in various 
ways made great contributions toward a 
better understanding of American his- 
tory. He can, and I am sure will, be very 
helpful. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a great opportu- 
nity we have—recalling our history, eval- 
uating it, and using it as we make plans 
today to resolve problems of tomorrow. 

Mrs. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield to the gentle- 
woman from Missouri. 

Mrs. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I just 
want to congratulate the gentleman from 
Iowa for his appointment recently to the 
Advisory Committee of the Commission. 
I know he will do a good job on it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I also 
would like to say to my distinguished col- 
league from Iowa that the one exception 
which opposed this program I believe is 
no longer opposed. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Idaho. 

Mr. McCLURE. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. I take this 
time only to underscore what I tried to 
tell the Banking and Currency Commit- 
tee at the hearing which was held, which 
was indeed a full and open hearing into 
the full aspects of this proposed legisla- 
tion. I do not mean by my disagreement 
with the results in any way to say that 
the committee did not deliberate and 
make a judgment concerning what 
should be done. However, I will offer 
some amendments at the appropriate 
time to do what I think the committee 
should have done in respect to directing 
the activities of the Bicentennial Com- 
mission and our U.S. Treasury as to 
what kinds of medals should be issued. 

I think it would be a very sad com- 
mentary on the commemoration of the 
forming of this country if we should in- 
deed use medals of less than acceptable 
quality. We should at least do as well 
with respect to these medals as the 
founders of this Nation did in their 
coinage at the time the Nation came into 
being. We should also, I believe, follow 
the example of the private mints which 
have produced and are selling medals 
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in the private markets that_are composed 
of bronze and of silver. 

I offered such legislation to the Con- 
gress and testified before the committee 
-in support of that legislation. [ am very 
thankful for the comments made by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
Wiuiams) just a few minutes ago with 
respect to the probable course that will 
be followed by the Bicentennial Cormmis- 
sion in fixing the content of these med- 
als, because I feel very strongly if these 

are to be an apt commemoration, they 
~ should then contain silver in their major 
series, and the lesser series or duplicate 
series could be of lesser value, could be 
struck in bronze for the larger markets 
where these medals would be less ex- 
pensive. ; 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCLURE. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, I com- 
mend the gentleman for the statement he 
is making and say that I hope these med- 
als are of better material and better put 
together than an Eisenhower sandwich 
dollar I saw not too long ago that a gen- 
tleman dropped on the fioor. Whatever 
it was made of, it came apart in two 
pieces. The scrap metal was not bound 


properly, and he had two pieces of a dol-_ 


lar. 

Mr. McCLURE. I know the gentleman 
is very well aware of the way the dollar 
is coming apart all around the world. 

Mr. GROSS. Of course, that is more of 
the handiwork of the Banking and Cur- 
rency Committee as well as its counter- 

part in the Senate that we have scrap 
metal money in this country. 

Mr. McCLURE. I think the gentlemen 
is well aware of the efforts I made at the 
time the Eisenhower dollar was au- 
thorized to make certain it was going to 
be a quality coin. While my original leg- 


___islation called for a quality silver coin, 


I do not intend to go into that today, 
because it is another battle for another 
time and place. 

“The proposal I made would allow the 
Treasury to use gold if-they saw fit in the 
presentation of medals which they have 


-_~=«guggested will be made as awards to peo- 


ple who are particularly diligent in their 
efforts in the bicentennial observance. 

I believe these kinds of materials would 
underscore their dedication to the fun- 


__....damentals upon which this Nation was 


founded and which were cherished by 
the men and women who were the found- 
ers of this country and set the course 
of this great Republic of ours. 

I will at the proper time offer a sub- 
stitute for the committee measure, to 
substitute the terms of my bill for the 
committee-passed measure. It will do 
only two things in addition to what the 
committee measure will do. 

First, it specifies the content of the 
medals. Second, which I believe is equally 
important, it will give recognition to the 
State series of medals so that they can 
be integrated with the bicentennial ob- 

servance and not independent expres- 
sions of this observance. This would put 
the State medals in concert with the 
Bicentennial Commission observance, 
rather than outside. 


. 
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I can see no reason to object to this 
particular form of legislation, and I be- 
lieve it is something which would also 
enhance the sale and prestige of the 
State medal series. 

I will also offer as an amendment to 
the committee measure which is before 
us today the single purpose of specifying 
the metalic content of the medals. 

Without taking any further time at 
this time, I wanted to call attention to 
that. 

Lalso wish it were possible now to con- 
front the issue the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. Gross) just mentioned; that is, 
with respect to the position of gold in 
this country. I believe it would be ap- 
propriate if we at this time debated 
again the right of citizens of this coun- 
try to own and hold gold of all kinds. 

At this point I include the body of the 
statement I made before the committee, 
which explain in greater detail what my 
amendment will do: 

PREPARED STATEMENT OF HON. JAMES A. Mc- 

CLURE, A REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM 

THE STATE OF IDAHO 


I join you in saluting the American Revo- 
lution Bicentennial Commission. Its rec- 
ommendations for a series of medallions are 
entirely appropriate and in keeping with the 
spirit of the occasion. The bill that I have 
introduced, H.R. 9408, takes the Commis- 
sion’s suggestions, enlarges upon them and 
carries them, I think, to a more logical end. 

Like the other measures before you, my 
bill provides for a National Medal and it 
authorizes a maximum of thirteen medals 
commemorating a significant milestone out 
of the American past. 

The Commission originated the concept of 
an Awards Medal to be given to those in- 
dividuals whose contributions to the suc- 
cess of the Bicentennial are considered out- 
standing. I like that idea very much and have 
provided for it in my bill. 

We know that the States plan to issue 
medallions of their own, and as an induce- 
ment, H.R. 9408 would recognize those med- 
als as part of the official Bicentennial pro- 
gram. I think it is important to remem- 
ber that collectors prefer to buy a complete 
series. Indeed, sales of all medallions issued 
by the Government will be enhanced if we 
give official recognition to those produced 
by the States. 

There is another consideration which bears 
upon the desirability of these medals and 
that is their composition. It is told to me 
by people at the Treasury Department that 
some will be minted in bronze, some will 
be of German silver and some will be plat- 
inum. Bronze is a traditional metal for such 
purposes, and I have no quarrel with its 
inclusion. German silver on the other hand, 
is-pot metal. If it were salable, private mints 
would have been using it long ago, And if pri- 
vate mints cannot justify its use, how can 
we expect the Federal Government to do so? 

Platinum is equally ridiculous. It is in 
short supply, and its cost enormous. So, I 
made a few inquiries about its use in medals 
from respected and knowledgeable sources. 
The Franklin Mint in Philadelphia, for ex- 
ample, has tried using platinum from time to 
time, and never have they been able to 
charge less than a thousand dollars for the 
finished product. Numismatic News figures 
that a 3-inch platinum bicentennial medal- 
lion would cost somewhere between two 
thousand and two thousand five hundred 
dollars apiece. 

Throughout history silver and gold have 
been the medals of art. Other metals offered 
durability; others were merely inexpensive. 
But only silver and gold could combine the 
best of all worlds—beauty as well as durabil- 
ity and reasonable cost. 
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- I know of no other way to supply a prestige 
medal at a price acceptable to the average 
American than through the use of silver. We 
know that the Bicentennial Commission orig- 
inally wanted the medallions to contain sil- 
ver because the founding fathers placed great 
value in silver and gold coins at the time of 
the Naticn’s founding. Trade publications 
also have editorialized in behalf of silver 
bicentennial medallions, and we have proof 
of the metal’s continued acceptance by the 
average American because of the unprece- 
dented demand for the Eisenhower dollar. 

Most Americans want a series-of prestige 
bicentennial medallions, but they want them 
to be within reach of their pocketbooks. That 
is why my bill authorizes that each medal, 
except the Awards Medal, is to be minted in 
two medals, one silver and one bronz2. Each 
would come in two sizes—a larger, pres- 
tigious medal and a smaller, more inexpen- 
sive facsimile. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury would have the option of producing a 
third series in gold, if he deires to do so. 

The Awards medal would be struck in .925 
fine silver only. It and the state medals would 
be produced by private mints. = 

As a matter of fact, I would have no ob- 
jection to farming out all of these medals 
to private mints if they can handle it and 
it meets with the Committee’s approval. 
After all, we are commemorating 200 years 
in which free enterprise built this country 
into the most powerful nation in history. 
The role of private industry should be 
equally as important as the Government’s 
in celebrating the occasion. 

Back in the days- when the Eisenhower 
silver dollar legislation was before the Con- 
gress, I was privileged to have as an ally in 
that struggle the remarkable Senator from 
Colorado, Mr. Dominick. It was therefore a 
source of deep personal pride to learn that 
Mr. Dominick had introduced in the Senate 
yesterday a bill similar to my own. I’m sure 
that if he were appearing before this panel 
today he would join me in urging that the 
Committee honor America’s past through the 
use of those metals which helped make that 
past worth r:membering. The Founding 
Fathers, in carving a nation out of a 
wilderness, did so much with so little. What 
a shame it would be to find that affluent 
America would now do so little with so much. 


(Mr. McCLURE asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
‘Iowa made the statement he knew of one 
of these cupro-clad coins falling on the 
floor and separating. I had never heard 
that. I certainly do not doubt the word 
of the gentleman from Iowa. If he saw 
that happen, of course it happened. 

One thing I am sure about. A coin, 
whether it is a cupro-clad coin, gold or 
silver or anythinz else, or paper money, 
issued by the Federal Government, is 
good. We could put it on copper or put 
it on anything, and the law is that any 
money issued by the U.S. Government— 
and all money is issued by the U.S. Gov- 
ernment, if it is in circulation—is good 
money. It is the type of money one can 
pay debts or bills with. It is legal] tender. 

Regardless of what is presented, if a 
person tenders this cupro-clad money or 
paper money or any other type of money 

~in payment of a bill or of a debt or of 
taxes, and the person who is legal’y rer- 
mitted to accept it in payment of the debt 
refuses it, the debt is automatically paid. 
because it is legal tender. 


So the gentleman has nothing to fear 
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from this type of money, even the cupro- 
clad coins put out now. 

Take the Eisenhower dollars. Some of 
them are cupro-clad. Some of the half- 
dollars are cupro-clad. 

Take all of the nickels, dimes, quarters, 
and half dollars that are cupro-clad. 
They are good money. -There is no risk 
to be run, and certainly no one has per- 
petrated a wrong on society or individ- 
uals who receive the money, by causing 
it to be put into circulation. 

We must have a medium of exchange, 
and that is the medium of exchange. It 
is lezal tender money, and nobody could 
question it. 

We have in our Nation today domesti- 

cally about $1.75 trillion in debts, that 
is, all debts, public and private. We have 
that much in debts. Now, if our mon- 
ey—and it is ours—is legal tender for 
the payment of those debts and taxes, 
it will be a long time before the money 
should ever be offered for sale at one 
cent less than a dollar in value. There 
would be no occasion for it, because it 
can always be used for the payment of 
debts and taxes, and we will have enough 
of each. to the point where the money 
we have and which will be available to 
us can always be used for 100 cents on 
the dollar. That is the reason why I am 
impressed that this devaluation will not 
be effective for any meaningful purpose 
in our domestic economy. 
-~-Of course, in dealing with foreign 
countries it may require negotiations to 
determine the value of the country’s 
money in relation to ours. 

But insofar as the material that is used 
in it, whether it is gold or silver or cop- 
per-clad money or anything else, it is 
still money that is issued by the USS. 
Government which is worth 100 cents on 
the dollar. There is no reason why any 
person in the United States of America 
should ever be required to take less. 

When we have the devaluation bill up 
_.all_of.these questions will come up and 
will be material for discussion. Amend- 
ments can then be offered. But it is not 
material, obviously, on this bill. 

Mr. GROSS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PATMAN. I yield to the gentle- 
man. 
~Mr.- GROSS. That may well be, but I 
cannot think of a better time to toss this 
issue around a little bit. 

Mr. PATMAN. That is all right. 

Mr. GROSS. The gentleman made his 
_contribution to debasing the intrinsic 

value of the currency of this country, the 
metal currency of this country, when he 
_ brought the bill in to debase it by taking 
the silver out of the coins that we had in 
this country. The gentleman is well aware 
of that. He made his contribution to de- 
basing it, and the inflation that has come 
upon us has played its part in further 
debauchinc it. 

Mr. PATMAN. Not by reason of that. 

Mr. GROSS. I said that inflation has 
debauched it. 

Mr. PATMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. GROSS. Let me ask the gentleman 
this question: If anything is acceptable, 
as currency why were zinc pennies taken 
out of circulation and I happen to have 
one of those zinc pennies in my hand. 
There were millions of them coined in 
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World War II. Why were they ever taken 
out of circulation? They represented a 
penny just as much as this scrap metal 
being used today. 

Mr. PATMAN. They do. 

Mr. GROSS. They represented your 
version of currency just as much as the 
present pennies do. Why were they taken 
out of circulation and the taxpayers put 
to the expense of reproducing millions 
upon millions of pennies? Do you have 
any idea as to why that happened? 

Mr. PATMAN. Yes, I do. During the 
war, you see, we needed copper. It became 
scarce. Therefore they accumulated all 
of the copper scrap from any source that 
they could to use in the war machinery. 
It was wartime, and copper was em- 
ployed in winning the war. After the war 
was over it was again more plentiful. 

Mr. GROSS. But, why go back? to 
copper after the war? Zinc is durable. 

Mr. PATMAN. Now just a moment. I 
remember in the first World War.I was 
on the Pacific Coast, in San Fraricisco, 
Los Angeles, and other places, where gold 
was mined and they would bring it in 
and they would have pieces of gold that 
were not put out by the Government. 
They had a block there in every store 
where merchandise was handled or any- 
thing was traded, and the person in 
charge would throw a piece up in the air 
and let it fall on that block and see if it 
would.ring true. That was the phrase. 
See if it would ring true. If it rang true, 
they would take it, although it was not 
put out by the U.S. Government. ’ 

This copper-clad money will not ring 
true. There is no question about that. 
But with the seal of the United States 
on it and with the law saying that it is 
legal tender money and that everyone 
must accept it in payment of debts or 
taxes, you could not have better money 
than that. 

Mr. GROSS. They used to say “When I 
was single my money would jingle; oh, 
Lord, how I wish I was single again.” We 


‘used to have silver money that would 


jingle and would ring where dropped, as 
the gentleman just said. The stuff we 
have now lands with a dull thud. 

Yes, the gentleman and his committee 
have made a contribution to denying the 
generations to come some of the good 
things of life that we enjoyed. 

Mr. PATMAN. If that is what they like, 
just for jingling purposes——_" 

Mr. GROSS. What is a better feeling 
than to have money in your pocket that 
will jingle? Money that you know has in- 
trinsic value. 

Mr. PATMAN. That is all right, if the 
gentleman wants it but it is not neces- 
sary. 

Mr. GROSS. Oh, no, it is not necessary 
neither was it necessary for the commit- 
tee to bring in legislation debasing our 
currency by taking all of the silver out 
when, at the same time, millions of 
ounces of US. silver was being sold to 
foreign countries. 


Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, we have . 


no further requests for time. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 
(Mr. WILLIAMS asked and was given 


permission to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 
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Mi. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I cer- 
tainiy aopreciate the discussion which 
we have had today on monetary policy. 
Howeve:, it “oes not directly relate to 
this pill ; 

What we are trying to do is to get out 


some medis’s to commemorate the bicen- 
tennis! celebr-tion cf this country’s 200th 
birthday. : 


As fa. ag my distinguished colleague, 
the sentlemen from Iowa (Mr. Gross), 


is concemne: in his comments about the 


use of gold «nd silver, I believe since I 
‘have beer i: his Congress I have voted 
consistentiv a-ainst deficit spending and 


I regret som+e of the steps we have been 
forced to take 

But, ie! me make several things clear. 
First, the Avc:erican Revolution Bicen- 
tenn.iai Commission is charged with the 
responsibility of seeing to it that the 


200th birihday of this country is proper- 
ly celebrated n every State. To that end 
the ARC hes. been making an effort to 
have every ate set up a bicentennial 
comrmiissioy ‘that State. We have been 
successful t~ 22 extent that something 
like 39-0: ate bicentennial commis- 
sions have . set up. 

Now, ther «a very close cooperation 
between +! ate bicentennial commis- 
sions and the ARBC. ~ 


Hewever, one thing we cannot do, if 
we Gd not wan: to alienate the State bi- 
centennial commissions, is to start tell- 
ing tiem that iney can do nothing with- 
out Federal «pproval, because as State 
representatives, many cf them want to 
celebrate the >icentennial in their own 
way, and they “ave a right to do this. 

So, there is = plan and there is some 
legislation wi ch would provide $90,000 
to each State icr planning purposes, and 
then these platis of the State would be 
presented to the ARBC for comment. So, 
it is hoped inat the Federal Government 
may el to underwrite some part of the 
celebration. 

For the first time, incidentally, definite 
progress is being made in the city of 
Philadelphia teward selecting a proper 
interriational expcsition site for 1976. 
They will have their report ready in the 
very rear future. 

As far as getting down to actually say- 
ing what kind of metal is going to be 
used 17: makine the medals that will be 
placed on sale to the general public, we 
have ic keep it: mind the one primary 
consideration has got to be cost. Sure, we 
can have special awards medals made in 
gold, Sut as you know we still have a 
distressiiz shorcage of gold in this coun- 
try. 

We know tha’ they can be made of .925 
fine silver, and '& would be rather expen- 
sive. On the ct) cr hand we could also use 
Silver with the combination of some other 
metal to make 2 medal that is cheaper 
and piece it within the price range so 
that more people can afford them, or we 
can use bronze All three types of medals 
can b= minted end sold. 

Mr. MicCLURE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentieman viel¢? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield to the gentle- 
man from idanhc. 

Mr. McCLURE. Mr. Chairman, I think 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
WILLIAMS) is inaking a very good point 
when he talks about the cost that is in- 
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volved. And that is one of the things that 
was particularly distressing to me when 
I learned that there was some mention 
of some thought of making the special 
award medai out of platinum. If it is 
made in that way the cost would be ex- 
fremely high, as the gentleman well 
knows. And I might point out that a 
prominent manufacturer of medals has 
tried to use platinum, and I think the 
gentleman should know that platinum 
cannot be utilized. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. There has never been 
any proposal by the ARBC to sponsor 
medals in which platinum will be used as 
the metal. There are a series of nine rec- 
ommendations made by the advisory 
committee, and none of them include 
that which you have referred to. Pos- 
sibly what you are referring to is some 
medal that a State has arranged to buy 
from a private manufacturer of medals. 

Mr. Chairman, I just wish to conclude 
by saying that I think this legislation 
has been thought out. I think it accom- 
plishes that which we want to accom- 
plish and at the same time it provides 
the ARBC with enough flexibility to pro- 
vide these medals at a cost that anyone 
can afford. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, we have 
no further requests for time and I ask 
that the Clerk read the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That in com- 
memoration of the bicentennial of the birth 
of the United States and the historic events 
preceding and associated with the American 
Revolution, the Secretary of the ‘Treasury 
(hereafter referred to as the ‘“‘Secretary’’) is 
authorized and directed to strike medals of 
suitable sizes and metals, each with suitable 
emblems, devices, and inscriptions to be de- 


aw tuuew termined by the American Revolution Bi- 


centennial Commission (hereafter referred to 
as the ‘“Commission’’) subject to the approval 
of the Secretary. 

Src. 2. A national medal shall be struck 
commemorating the year 1776 and its signifi- 
cance to American independence. In addition 
to the national medal, a maximum of thirteen 


—~-—--—ayyedals-each of a different design may be 


struck to commemorate specific historical 
events of great importance, recognized na- 
tionally as milestones in the continuing prog- 
ress of the United States of America toward 
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. 
.— SEC...3.. The. Secretary shall strike and 
furnish to the Commission such quantities 
of medals as may be necessary, with a mini- 
mum order of two thousand medals of each 
design or size. They shall be made and de- 
livered at such times as may be required by 
the Commission, but no medals may be made 
after December 31, 1983. 

Sec. 4. The medals authorized under this 
Act are national medals within the meaning 
of section 3851 of the Revised Statutes (31 
U.S.C. 368). 

Sec. 5. The medals shall be furnished by 
the Secretary at a price equal to the cost of 
the manufacture, including labor, materials, 
dies, use of machinery, and overhead ex- 
penses. 


Mr. PATMAN (during the reading). 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be considered as read, 
printed in the Recorp and open to 

amendment at any point. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. M’CLURE 


Mr. McCLURE. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment offered by Mr. McCLure: Page 
1, strike out lines 3 and all that follows 
thereafter through page 2, line 21, and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

That, in commemoration of the bicenten- 
nial of the birth of the United States and 
the historic events preceding and associated 
with the American Revolution, there is here- 
by authorized to be struck medals of suit- 
able sizes, each with suitable emblems, de- 
vices, and inscriptions to be determined by 
the American Revolution Bicentennial Com- 
mission (hereafter referred to as the ‘“Com- 
mission”), subject to the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury (hereafter referred 
to as the ‘“‘Secretary’’), which shall be known 


-as ‘the United States Bicentennial medal 


series (hereafter referred to as the ‘“‘series’’). 

Sec. 2. (a) A national medal shall be 
struck commemorating the year 1776 and its 
significance to American independence. 

(b) An awards medal may be struck as a 
Commission presentation piece in recogni- 
tion of qutstanding service, leadership, or 
support of bicentennial programs. 

(c) A maximum of thirteen medals each 
of a different design may be struck to com- 


memorate specific historical events of great . 


importance, recognized nationally as mile- 
stones in the continuing progress of the 
United States of America toward life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness. 

(d) Each State may cause to be struck 
and issued a medal subject to the approval 
cf the Commission and the Secretary. 

Sec. 3. Hach medal with the exception of 
the awards medal shall be of four or more 
varieties: One shall be struck in .925 fine 
silver, one shall be struck in bronze, and 
two shall be struck in .925 fine silver and 
bronze, respectively, and be of such size 
so as to be an inexpensive facsimile of the 
more costly medals authorized under this 
Act. The awards medal shall be struck in 
.925 fine silver and be of only one size which 
shall be determined by the Commission. In 
addition, the Commission, in consultation 
with the Secretary may direct that any of 


the medals authorized in section 2 be struck . 


in gold. 

Sec. 4. The Secretary is authorized and di- 
rected to strike the national medal author- 
ized in section 2(a) and the commemora- 
tive medals authorized in section 2(c) of 
this Act. The awards medal authorized in 
section 2(b) and the State medals authorized 
in section 2(d) of this Act shall be struck 
by private mints. 

Sec. 5. The Secretary shall strike and fur- 
nish to the Commission such quantities of 
national medals and commemorative medals 
as May be necessary, with a minimum order 
of two thousand medals of each design and 
size. They shall be made and delivered at 
such times as may be required by the Com- 
mission, but no medals may be made after 
December 31, 1983. The medals shall be fur- 
nished by the Secretary at a price equal to 
the cost of the manufacture, including labor, 
materials, dies, use of machinery, and over- 
head expenses. 

Sec. 6. The medals authorized under sec- 
tion 2(a) and (c) of this Act are national 
medals within the meaning of section 3551 
of the Revised Statutes (31 U.S.C. 368). 

Sec. 7. Notwithstanding the third sentence 
of section 3510 of the Revised Statutes (31 
U.S.C. 276) and in commemoration of the two 
hundredth anniversary of the United States, 
the Secretary shall cause to be minted and 
issued, in such limited quantity as he deter- 
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mines appropriate, $1 pieces which shall 
have— 

(1) a diameter of 1.500 inches; 

(2) a cladding of an alloy of eight hun- 
dred parts of silver and two hundred parts 
cf copper; and 

(3) acore of an alloy of silver and copper 

such that the whole coin weighs 24.592 grams 
and contains 9.837 grams of silver and 14.755 
grams of copper. 
The coins authorized under this section shall 
be of such design as the Secretary determines 
to be appropriate after consultation with the 
Commission. 


Mr. McCLURE (during the reading). 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that further reading of the amendment 
be dispensed with, that it be printed in 
the Recorp and open to amendment at 
any point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Idaho? 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have 
not seen a copy of the amendment. 

Mr. McCLURE. It is at the gentleman’s 
desk. 

Mr. PATMAN. We have two or three 
amendments. I think it would be better 
to have the amendment read in full and 
I hope the gentleman will not insist on 
his unanimous-consent request. 

Mr. McCLURE. Mr. Chairman, I with- 
draw by unanimous-consent request for 
the moment. 

The Clerk concluded the reading of the 
amendment. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, a point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state the point of order. } 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, I make 
a point of order against the amendment 
on the ground that it is not germane. 

Mr. Chairman, the Commission very 
carefully considered this, and the pro- 
posals that are in this amendment were 
turned down. 

They want to make the medal at the 
lowest possible price so as to have wide 
distribution to commemorate this great 
event of the 200th anniversary. So in do- 
ing that, they wanted to keep the mate- 
rials at a low price. This amendment 
would require the use of silver and gold— 
and permit the use of gold, whether it 
required it or not. 

Mr. Chairman, it was not intended in 
this legislation that either gold or silver 
be used. The Commission, of course, un- 
der the original bill could not go outside 
and use silver and gold. But if this 
amendment were adopted, it would per- 
mit that to be done. It goes clearly out- 
side the language of the bill and, there- 
fore, the amendment is not germane. 

Furthermore, if a State desires to have 
a Bicentennial Commission of its own, 
as was the case with the Sesquicenten- 
nial Commission of 1936, under the 
amendment the State would be required 
to obtain permission. In that case the 
State then did not have to get the per- 
mission of the Federal Government to 
put out its medals, advertising, and val- 
uable souvenirs, Under this proposal the 
States would have to come to the Federal 
Commission to get power to do so. There- 
fore, the amendment is clearly outside 
the scope of the original bill that is pre- 
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sented. Not only does Mary Brooks, the 
very fine Director of the Mint, oppose it, 
but the Commission opposes it. It has 
been thoroughly considered at every 
point. Proposals of this type have been 
considered, and at no point have they 
ever been approved. 

I do not see why we should pick out a 
certain section of the country and say 
that because it produces silver, if we 
could encourage the use of more silver, 
it would help that section. The same 
would be true with respect to the gold. 
Here is a place where gold is produced. 
If we could make them put gold in the 
proposed coins, there would be a better 
market for gold. It would increase the 
price of gold and help that area. 

I can see where there is a strong ap- 
peal that can be made, but considering 
the fact——— 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, a point of 
order. I make the point of order that the 
gentleman is not arguing the germane- 
ness of the amendment. He is bringing 
in a lot of extraneous matter. It does not 
make any difference what some bureau- 
crat or official downtown thinks of put- 
ting silver into medals. It is a question 
of the germaneness of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Texas may continue to discuss his point 
of order. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, the 
amendment would affect section 7 of the 
Coinage Act relative to the distribution, 
the production and distribution of $1 
pieces. It would change the basic law 
-in a number of substantial respects. 
Therefore, it is clearly subject to a point 
of crder and I insist, Mr. Chairman, that 
it be declared as not germane and the 
point of order sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from Idaho wish to be heard? 

Mr. McCLURE. I do, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 
recognized. 


Mr. McCLURE. First, I attempted to 


ask that I be heard on a unanimous-con- 
sent request, because the copy which was 


given to the gentleman from Texas and 


the copy sent to the desk inadvertently 

_centain section 7, which I had not in- 
tended to be in the amendment, and I 
therefore ask unanimous consent that 
section 7 be stricken. 

Mr. PATMAN. If the gentleman would 
yield, I think it would be very unusual to 

-ehange the amendment right now. It 
was offered to the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union. It has been read. If the 
gentleman desires to withdraw it and 
‘there is no objection—and, of course, I 
would not object—but it would be very 
unusual to start all over again. 

Mr. McCLURE. I can proceed in either 
of two ways. I can withdraw the amend- 
ment and offer another without section 
7. Or I can ask unanimous consent that 
reference to section 7 be deleted from the 
proffered substitute. I have asked the 
House for unanimous consent to strike 
section 7. 

Mr. PATMAN. Time is of the essence 
in relation to this bill. On July 4, we are 
supposed to have out these souvenirs and 
coins. They would be produced under 
& time schedule, and the Director of the 
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Mint is trying to meet that time schedule. 
It is going to upset the whole Bicenten- 
nial Commission. 

Mr. McCLURE. If the gentleman is 
sincere about saving time, then I suggest 
that he not raise any objection to my 
unanimous-consent request. We could 
then consider the point of order, and 
then consider the amendment on its 
merits, and we would save a lot of time. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, without 
waiving the point of order, and reserving 
the point of order—however, I would like 
to have this amendment ruled on with 
section 7 in it first, and then if it is held 
subject to a point of order, you can offer 
another amendment. That would be the 
regular way of doing it. I insist on my 
point of order. 

Mr. McCLURE. Does the gentleman 
object to the striking of section 7? 

Mr. PATMAN. Well, that is not the 
right way to do it. I made the point of 
order. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, a point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Idaho? 
Is there objection to the unanimous-con- 
sent request to modify the amendment? 

Mr. PATMAN. Without jeopardizing 
the point of order, I would not object to 
that. ; 

Mr. McCLURE. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. PATMAN. That is with the under- 
standing it would not jeopardize the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. MappEN). The 
Chair is ready to rule. This bill clearly 
deals with national medals, and they 
must be struck by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. The amendment itself brings 
in the subject of State medals and pro- 
vides that they are to be struck by pri- 
vate mints, which is clearly not in the 
bill and not germane. a 

Mr. McCLURE. Mr. Chairman, I was 
not heard on the point of order, and I 
do not wish to quarrel with the Chair, 
but may I be heard on the point of order 
for the RecorpD? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled, 
but the Chair will hear the gentleman if 
he wishes to speak. 

Mr. McCLURE. Mr. Chairman, I ap- 
preciate the fact that the Chair will per- 
mit me even belatedly to make the point 
I wish to make in regard to this particu- 
lar amendment, and that is the fact that 
the bill provides for the striking of med- 
als for the commemoration of the bi- 
centennial, and that is all this amend- 
ment does. To say this is not germane 
to the subject matter of this bill seems to 
be straining at gnats and avoiding the 
issue presented by the amendment, which 
is-simply the content and the form and 
the manner in which the medals will be 
issued, which is precisely what the ma- 
jor bill does. 

I would ask the Chair to rule upon the 
point of order. I had not understood the 





Chair had, although he indicated he © 


thought perhaps it was not germane. I 
will, of course, abide by the ruling of the 
Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without reiterating 
his reasons, the Chair still holds the 
amendment is not germane and sustains 
the point of order, 
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Mr McCLURE. I thank the Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from Idaho have a further amendment? 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. M’CLURE 


Mr. McCLURE. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. McCiure: Page 
2,immediately after line 21, insert the follow- 
ing new section: 

“Sec. 6. Each medal shall be of four or 
more varieties: One shall be struck i1 .925 
fine silver, one shall be struck in bronze, 
and two shall be struck in .925 fine silver 
and bronze respectively and be of such size 
so as to be an inexpensive facsimile of the 
more costly medals authorized under this 
Act. In addition, the Commission, in con- 
sultation with the Secretary, may direct that 
any of the medals authorized in section 2 
be struck in gold.”’ 


(Mr. McCLURE asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. McCLURE. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment does not go as far as the last 
one which I had offered, which did go 
into the question of the State medals. 
This simply addresses itself to the con- 
tent of the medals, and I think it is a 
perfectly legitimate, perfectly logical 
area for the Congress to exercise its dis- 
cretion and to exercise its direction to 
the Bicentennial Commission, because I 
think again, as I said in the general de- 
bate, that to strike medals which are 
not in the same vein as the coinage is- 
sued by those who founded this country 
is certainly no proper recognition of the 
Bicentennial of the American Revolu- 
tion. 

It is said that the legislation before us 
gives the Treasury authority, in consul- 
tation with the Bicentennial Commis- 
sion, to define the metal content in these 
medals. - 

I think the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. WILLIAMS) indicated it is his 
understanding that they are tending in 
this direction and certainly not in the 
direction some other people have indi- 
cated might be taken. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, -will 
the gentleman yield? 

- Mr. McCLURE. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, in this 
amendment where the gentleman says 
that two medals shall be struck in 0.925 
fine silver and bronze respectively, does 
the gentleman mean a combination of 
those two metals? : 

Mr. McCLURE. No; I will say to the 
gentleman I do not. It is intended that 
there will be two sizes of medals and two 
materials. There will be a regular size 
in bronze and one of a silver alloy which 
is commonly known in the trade as ster- 
ling silver. 

Then would be a smaller one of similar 
metal content. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What does the gentle- 
man mean by the words: 


Each medal shall be of four or more 
varieties: 


Mr. McCLURE. The bill provides for 
as Many as 14 medals, and the varieties 
I am speaking of would be a regular- 
sized bronze medal, a regular-sized sil- 
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ver medal, and a smaller bronze medal, 
and a smaller silver medal. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. For each of these? 

Mr. McCLURE. For however many 
they decide to issue, 13 or 14 arvaetieed 
under the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why would the gen- 
tleman say, in this amendment: 

One shall be struck in 0.925 fine silver, one 
shall be struck in bronze, and two shall be 
struck in 0.925 fine silver and bronze respec- 
tively. 


Why does the gentleman not say, “And 
two smaller medals shall be struck’’? 

Mr. McCLURE. It seemed to me this 
language was clear. Certainly I do not 
object to what the gentleman is trying 
to state. I believe the legislative history 
made by the questions here will make 
certain that is exactly what is intended 
by the legislation. 

Mr. SCHWENGEBL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCLURE. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Iowa. 

Mr. SCHWENGEHL. I have followed the 
debate here very closely. As I indicated 
earlier, I am on the committee which 
deals with this question. 

This matter of having two different 
sizes has been before us before. For obvi- 
ous reasons, I believe—and this is a mat- 
ter of great interest to collectors—we do 
not do this. At this point I believe it 
would be inadvisable for us to accept the 

amendment on that ground. 
> The point I am interested in now is 
the cost of the silver medal under the 
amendment as compared to the cost of 
the medal under terms of the committee 
bill? 

Mr. McCLURE. I do not believe a com- 
parison can be made, because the com- 
mittee bill does not say what the sub- 
stance will be. If indeed the Bicentennial 
Commission says that these are the sub- 
stances which will be used there will be 
no difference in cost. All this is a con- 
gressional expression of what metals 
should be used in the medal. 

I would say to the gentleman, with 
regard to the two different sizes, this is 
a@ very usual practice in the medallion 
field, of having two different sizes at a 
different cost, one a standard medal and 
one less expensive, which more of our 
citizens across the land could own and 
Possibly would buy. 

Mr. SCHWENGEL. I have been some- 
’ what interested in this as a collector of 
medals. I know something about collec- 
tions. I have seen the display, which is 
the largest in the world, af the Smith- 
sonian. This is not exactly characteristic 
of medals. Generally they are of one size. 
This was specially so for the Civil War 
Centennial, which had one size medal. 

Mr. McCLURE. There is a great mar- 
ket now in the private field, and several 
private mints have developed a means of 
merchandizing their own privately pro- 
duced, privately authorized medals. They 
are very successful with two sizes and in 
these materials. 

Mrs. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill authorizes a 
national Commission, on which eight 
Members of Congress serve, along with 
12 Cabinet officers or heads of depart- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE 


ments, and a group of 37 distinguished 
Americans appointed by the President, to 
use the facilities of the Bureau of the 
Mint to produce a series of commemo- 
rative medals for sale to the public. 

What those medals will be made of— 
Whether of silver or bronze or brass or 
other materials—will depend upon the 
Commission’s own judgment. They want 
to make these medals available as broad- 
ly as possible to as many Americans as 
they can interest in buying them as a 
reminder of our national origins and na- 
tional heritage. 

In my opinion, and in the opinion of 
the committee, it would be highly im- 
proper for the committee to require the 
Commission to use any particular ma- 
terial in the production of the medals. 
This is not a relief bill for the silver in- 
dustry, and it should not be made into 
one. 

If the silver industry wants to promote 
the use of silver in these medals, it should 
go to the American Revolution Bicenten- 
nial Commission and try to sell that 
Commission on the virtues or advantages 
of uSing silver. 

One of the witnesses who testified be- 
fore us suggested it would be a good idea 
to use recycled materials in some or all 
of the medals. But this, again, is up to 
the American Revolution Bicentennial 
Commission. 

I oppose any attempt to write into this 
bill any requirement that one type of 
mineral be favored over another in the 
preduction of these medals. All the bill 
does, I repeat, is to authorize the use 
of mint facilities on a fully reimbursable 
basis. We no longer have vast stores of 
Government-owned silver available for 
use in coinage or medals—all of the re- 
maining silver is in the defense stock- 
pile. So if the Commision decides to use 
any silver in its medals—as it well 
might—it would have to go out and buy 
the silver on the open market. There is 
no Government-owned silver they could 
use and the medals would become too 
costly for large quantities to be sold. 

(Mrs. SULLIVAN asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Mr. SCHWENGEL. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, as a member of the 


committee, I want to say this: exceptin : : 
seid bap anaes not—and I specify on not—complying 


myself on the committee we have men 
and women of great ability and experi- 
ence, and I think this Congress can trust 
the committee to be a wise counsel and 
adviser to the Bicentennial Commission. 
I think it is in good hands. I think it 
would be unwise for us to take this 
amendment. I have the feeling why this 
has not been taken up by the commit- 
tee, and I feel that almost everyone, al- 
though not all, oppose it. Therefore, I op- 
pose it on that ground. 

Also, I think this kind of approach 
has not had sufficient discussion, and for 
that reason we ought to defeat it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

First of all, the last sentence of the 
amendment says: 

In addition, the Commission, in consulta- 
tion with the Secretary, may direct that any 


of the medals authorized in section 2 be 
struck in hae 
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That applies directly to 13 medals the 
sale of which may run into the hundreds 
of thousands. We all know the gold situ- 
ation in this country. We are short of 
gold right now. 

Another thing also is I object to the 
section which says: 

Each medal shall be of four or more va- 
rieties: One shall be struck in .925 fine silver, 
one shall be struck in bronze— 


Obviously this is an attempt to have a 
fairly expensive medal and then a cheap- 
er medal. Then we go on to say in the 
amendment— 
and two shall be struck in .925 fine silver 
and bronze respectively and be of such size 
so as to be an inexpensive facsimile of the 
more costly medals authorized under this 
Act. 


- Actually, the cost of the bronze in 
making the full-size medal as compared 
to the smaller facsimile would amount 
to a cost of only a few pennies. 

Therefore I do not see the need for 
this amendment and, in fact, I think it 
would be harmful. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, I won- 
der if we could vote on the amendment. 
I do not know if anybody else desires to 
speak on it, but we have discussed it 
fully. 

I ask unanimous consent that all de- 
bate on this amendment close in 10 min- 
utes. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

Mr. SHOUP. Mr. Chairman, reserving 
the right to object, could we have some 
indication as to the number that would 
wish to speak under the suggestion of 
the chairman? . © 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair observes 
two Members on their feet. 

Mr. SHOUP. Mr. Chairman, I with- 
draw my reservation of objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHOUP. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Idaho. 

Since becoming a Member of this body, 
Mr. Chairman, I have heard on the floor 
of the House condemnation of the execu- 
tive branch and specifically the OMB on 


with the intent of Congress. So I would 
ask the chairman of this committee and 
perhaps the entire committee why they 
have not chosen to be very specific on the 
type of medals that they wish and also 
their content. 


I think, perhaps, that question has 
been answered specifically a short time 
ago. However, it would seem to me that 
the answer says this in the language of 
the country from where I come—that we 
seem to be more concerned with cheap- 
ness rather than less expensive medals to 
be made available to the public. 

Mr. Chairman, I fully support the con- 
cept of two sizes, and contrary to the. 
statement of my colleague, I am sure he 
will find that the smaller medals will be 
considerably less expensive. The price of 
the medal itself would be considerably 
less and will be within the means of the 
younger citizens of this country, as 
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the gentlewoman from Missouri (Mrs. 
SULLIVAN) just specified. 

Mr. Chairman, I would reject the argu- 
ment of the chairman of the committee 
that it is only because of certain sections 
of the country that we are attempting to 
include within the medal, within the bill, 
specific metals. 

I think that it has been the work of 
this Congress over and over again within 
the scope of welfare itself to enact laws 
which specifically support or aid different 


areas of this great country, and I can. 


assure anyone 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? : 

Mr. SHOUP. One moment, sir, and I 
shall yield to the gentleman. 

I can assure the gentleman that if the 
Congress will recognize the strong forces 
of supply and demand of silver and gold 
alone that the State of Montana will 
reduce its share of welfare requests be- 
cause it will allow a great industry to 
get back on its feet. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. PATMAN. I assume that the great 
industry that the gentleman has referred 
to is the silver industry getting back on 
its feet. However, I do not think we 
should use a bill like this which is sup- 
posed to be in the public interest—and 
it is in the public interest—for the pur- 
pose of promoting any section of the 
United States or promoting any product, 
whether it is gold or silver or bronze or 

This Commission, I am sure the gen- 
tleman realizes, was appointed by the 
President of the United States to do 
something that would be fair-to all 
citizens in the United States and not to 
pick out any section to favorably con- 
sider or any product to favorably con- 
Sider, but to treat everyone fairly and 
equally, at least equitably for the pur- 
pose of one thing—not the question of 
the medal or how it is made, but this is a 
bicentennial celebration, something of 
which we are very proud. It is the 200th 
anniversary of the founding of our coun- 
try. I think we are all proud of it. Why 
should we lose sight of that and turn 
down what this 37-member Commission 
has selected as the right kind of authority 
they need in order to put on the right 
kind of celebration for our 200th anni- 
versary? 

In consideration of this, does the gen- 
tleman not think we can well] afford to 
leave it up to the Commission? 

Mr. SHOUP. I would revert to my orig- 
inal statement on the intent of Congress 
and leaving this to the Commission’s dis- 
cretion. It is strictly with the pride I 
have of this country and of the celebra- 
tion that is coming up that I think this 
Congress should take the responsibility 
to insure that there is no cheapness in 
any of our legal observances. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Idaho (Mr. McCuure). 

The question was taken; and on a di- 
vision (demanded by Mr. PATMAN) there 
were—ayes 32, noes, 36. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the 
Committee rises. 





Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the Chair, 
Mr. Mappen, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union, reported that that Committee 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H.R. 7987) to provide for the striking 
of medals in commemoration of the bi- 
centennial of the American Revolution, 
pursuant to House Resolution 790, he re- 


- ported the bill back to the House. 


The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the 
previous question is ordered. 

The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the passage of the bill. 


The question was taken; and the 


Speaker announced that the ayes appear- 


ed to have it. 

’ Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Speaker, I object 
to the vote on the ground that a quorum 
is not present and make the point of 
order that a quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum:is 
not present. 

The Sergeant at Arms will notify 
absent Members, and the Clerk will call 
the roll. : 

The question was taken; and there 
were—yeas 387, nays 1, not voting 43, 


as fellows: 


[Roll No. 18] 
YEAS—387 , ; 

Abbitt Cabell Edwards, Calif. 
Abernethy Caffery Eilberg 
Abourezk Camp Erlenborn 
Abzug Carey, N.Y. Esch 
Adams Carney Eshleman 
Addabbo Carter Evans, Colo. 
Anderson, Casey. Tex. Fascell 

Calif. Cederberg Findley 
Anderson, Tl. Celler Fish 
Anderson, Chamberlain Fisher 

Tenn. Chappell Flood 
Andrews Clancy Flowers 
Annunzio Clark Flynt 
Archer Clausen, Foley 
Arends Don H. Ford, Gerald R. 
Ashprook Clawson, Del Ford, 
Ashley Cleveland William D. 
Aspin Collier Forsythe 
Aspinall Collins, Il. Fountain 
Badillo Collins, Tex. Fraser 

’ Baker Conable Frelinghuysen 

Barrett Conte Frenzel 
Begich Conyers Fulton 
Belcher Cotter Fuqua 
Bennett Coughlin Gallagher 
Bergland Crane Garmatz 
Betts Culver Gaydos 
Bevill Curlin Gettys 
Biaggi Daniel, Va. Giaimo 
Biester Daniels, N.J. Gibbons 
Bingham Danielson Goldwater 
Blanton Davis, S.C. Gonzalez 
Boggs Davis, Wis. Goodling 
Boland de la Garza Grasso 
Bolling Delaney Gray 
Bow Dellenback Green, Oreg. 
Brademas Dellums Green, Pa. 
Brasco Denholm Griffin 
Bray Dennis Griffiths 
Brinkley Dent Gross 
Brooks Derwinski Grover 
Broomfield Devine Gubser 
Brotzman Dickinson Hagan 
Brown, Mich. Diggs Haley 
Brown, Ohio Dingell Hall 
Broyhill,N.C. Donohue Halpern 
Broyhill, Va. ~ Dow Hamilton 
Buchanan Dowdy Hammer- 
Burke, Fla. Drinan schmidt 
Burke, Mass. Dulski Hanley 
Burleson, Tex. Duncan Hanna 
Burlison,Mo. du Pont Harsha 
Burton Eckhardt Harvey 
Byrne, Pa. Edmonson Hastings 
Byron Edwards, Ala. Hathaway 
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Hawkins Miller, Ohio Scheuer 
Hays Mills, Md. Schmitz 
Heckler, Mass. Minish Schneebeli © 
Heinz Mink * Schwengel 
Helstoski Minshall Scott 
Henderson Mizell Sebelius 
Hicks, Mass. Mcollohan Seiberling 
Hicks, Wash. Monagan Shipley 
Hillis Montgomery Shoup 
Hogan Morgan Shriver 
Hosmer Morse Sikes 
Howard Mosher Sisk 
Hull Moss Skubitz 
Hungate Murphy, 1. Slack 
Hunt Murphy, N.Y. Smith, Calif. 
Hutchinson Myers Smith, N.Y. 
Ichord Natcher Snyder 
Jacobs Nedzi Spence 
Jarman Nelsen Springer 
Johnson, Pa. Nichols Staggers 
Jonas Nix Stanton, 
Jones, Ala. Obey J. William 
Jones, N.C. O’Hara Steele 
Jones, Tenn. O’Neill Steiger, Ariz. 
Kastenmeier Patman _ Steiger, Wis. 
Kazen Patten Stephens 
Keating Pelly Stokes 
Kee Pepper Stratton . 
Keith Perkins Stubblefield 
Kemp Pettis Stuckey 
King Peyser Sullivan 
Kluczynski - Pickle Symington 
Koch Pike Talcott 
Kuykendall Pirnie Taylor 
Kyl Poage . Teague, Calif. 
Kyros Podell Teague, Tex. 
Landgrebe Poff Terry 
Landrum Powell Thompson, Ga. 
Latta Preyer, N.C. Thompson, N.J. 
Lent Price, D1. Thomson, Wis. 
Link Price, Tex. Thone 
Lloyd Pucinski Tiernan 
Long, La. Purcell Udall 
Long, Md. Quie Uliman 
Lujan Quillen Van Deerlin 
McClory Railsback Vander Jagt 
McCloskey Randall Vanik 
McClure Rangel Veysey 
McCollister Rarick Vigorito 
McCulloch Rees Waggonner 
McDade Reid Waidie 
McDonald, Reuss Wampler 

Mich. Rhodes Ware \, 
McEwen Roberts Whalen 
McFall Robinson, Va. Whalley 
McKay Robison, N.Y. White 
McKevitt Rodino Whitehurst 
McKinney Roe Whitten 
McMillan Rogers Widnall 
Macdonald, Roncalic- Wiggins 

Mass. Rooney, N.Y. Williams 
Madden Rooney, Pa. Wilson, Bob 
Mahon Rosenthal Wilson, 
Mailliard Rostenkowski Charles H. 
Mallary Roush Winn 
Martin Rousselot Wright 
Mathias, Calif. Roy Wyatt 
Mathis, Ga. Roybal Wydler 
Matsunaga Runnels Wylie 
Mayne Ruppe Wyman 
Mazzoli Ruth Yates 
Meeds Ryan Yatron 
Melcher St Germain Young, Fla. 
Metcalfe Sandman Young, Tex. 
Michel Satterfield Zablocki 
Mikva Saylor Zion 
Miller, Calf. Scherle Zwach 

NAYS—1 
Hechler, W. Va. 
NOT VOTING—43 
Alexander Evins, Tenn. Mann 
Baring Frey Mills, Ark. 
Bell Galifianakis Mitchell 
Blackburn Gude Moorhead 
Blatnik Hansen, Idahe O’Konski 
Byrnes, Wis.- Hansen. Wash. Passman 
Chisholm Harrington Pryor, Ark. = 
Clay Hebert Riegle 
Colmer Holifield Sarbanes 
Corman Horton Smith, Iowa 
Davis, Ga. Johnson, Calif. Stanton, 
Dorn Karth James V. 
Downing Leggett Steed 
Dwyer Lennon Wolf 
Edwards, La. McCormack : 
So the bill was passed. 

The Clerk announced the following 

pairs: J Z 
orton. 


Mr. Hébert with Mr. H 


Po 
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Mr. Holifield with Mrs. Dwyer. 

Mr. Blatnik with Mr. Mills of Arkansas. 

Mr. Davis of Georgia with Mr. Smith of 
Iowa. i 

Mr. Johnson of California with Mr. Steed. 

Mrs. Hansen of Washington with Mr. Gude. 

Mr. Alexander with Mr. Byrnes of Wiscon- 


. Dorn with Mr. Frey. 

. Evins of Tennessee with Mr. Bell. 
. Passman with Mr. Hansen of Idaho. 
. Pryor of Arkansas with Mr. Blackburn. 
. Moorhead with Mr. Riegle. 

. Lennon with Mr. O’Konski. 

. Wolff with Mr. Clay. 

Mr. Harrington with Mrs. Chisholm. 
Mr. James V. Stanton with Mr. Mann. 
Mr. Baring with Mr. Mitchell. 

Mr. Leggett with Mr. Galifianakis. 

Mr. Corman with Mr. Colmer. 

Mr. Downing with Mr. McCormack. 

Mr. Karth with Mr. Sarbanes. 


The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


SESEEBE® 





- MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 


A message in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States was communi- 
cated to the House by Mr. Leonard, one 
f his secretaries. 


Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
extend their remarks and include extra- 
neous matter on the bill just passed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection? 





CREATING A NEW JUDICIAL DIS- 
TRICT AND PROVIDING FOR ADDI- 
TIQNAL DISTRICT JUDGESHIPS 


Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, by direc- 
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call up 
House Resolution 783 and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

} H. Res -783 

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this 
resolution it shall be in order to move that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill (H.R. 
11394) to create an additional judicial dis- 
trict in the State of Louisiana, to provide 
for the appointment of additional district 
Judgeships, and for other purposes. After 
general debate, which shall be confined to 
the bill, and shall continue not to exceed one 
hour, to be equally divided and controlled 
by the chairman and ranking minority mem- 
ber of the Committee on the Judiciary, the 
bill shall be read for amendment under the 
five-minute rule. At the conclusion of the 
consideration of the bill for amendment, the 
_ Committee shall rise and report the bill to 


the House with such amendments as may 


have been adopted, and the previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on the Dill 
and amendments thereto to final passage 
‘without intervening motion except one mo- 
tion to recommit. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Missouri (Mr. BOLLING) is recognized for 
1 hour. | 
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_Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
30 minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois (Mr. ANDERSON), pending which I 
yield myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a 1-hour open 
rule for a bill providing for the appoint- 
ment of certain additional district judges. 
The one in Louisiana which is included 
in this bill, according to my understand- 
ing, has already been allowed in other 


legislation. The bill before us actually 


will provide for one additional district 
judge for the Southern District of Flor- 
ida, one additional district judge for the 
Northern District of Indiana, one addi- 
tional judge for the Western District of 
Missouri, and one additional judge for 
the Northern District of Texas. 

The cost estimate for the four new 
permanent district judgeships is $1,- 
099,000 for the first year, and $967,000 
for subsequent years. 

I detail the content of the bill that 
will be made in order, because the rule 
does not/make clear what the content of 
the bill/made in order is. It refers to the 
title which deals with the Louisiana 
judgéship which has already become law 
in another fashion, and that is my only 
on for detailing the content of the 








ill. 
I know of no controversy on the rule. 
There is some controversy on the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

(Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois asked and 
was given permission to revise and ex- 
tend his remarks.) - 
Mr. ANDERSON 


of fIllinois. Mr. 


Speaker, it seems to me that the distin-. 


guished gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
BOLLinG) has already given us an ade- 
quate description and discussion of the 
subject matter of the bill which this 
rule would make in order which, as the 
gentleman has indicated, despite the 
title, is really concerned with the crea- 
tion of four additional U.S. Federal Dis- 
trict judgeships rather than a new 
judicial district. 

I just want to take this opportunity, 
since I have the floor, to express my 
appreciation publicly at this time to the 
distinguished Chairman of the Commit- 
tee, the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
CELLER) for the words that he had for 
me when the bill was before the Commit- 
tee on Rules the other day. 

I had explained to him that in view of 
the fact that the bill, at least originally, 
had provided for the creation of an addi- 
tional judicial district that I would like 
very much to propose on the floor of the 
House legislation creating an addition 
judicial district in my own State of 
Ilinois which would serve what is now 
the Western Division of the Northern 
District, where we are receiving, accord- 
ing to the bar of that area, inadequate 
judicial service. And the distinguished 
chairman pressed upon me the tem- 
porary expediency or solution of perhaps 
getting the Chief Justice of the United 
States to cooperate in assigning a judge 
otherwise on the retired list to assist in 
that particular area, because we have 
been told by the presiding chief judge of 
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northern Illinois, Judge Robson, that he 
does not have the judicial-talent to send 
out to sit in and service the Western Di- 
vision of the Northern District of Illinois. 

So I take this opportunity to thank 
the distinguished chairman for that offer 
which I will certainly discuss with him 
further, and privately, in an effort to 
work out some solution for my own sec- 
tion of the country, my own State. 

The gentleman from Indiana (Mr. 
DENNIS) has filed some individual views, 
only a page in length, but there is, I 
think, a very excellent history of this 
legislation. Quite some controversy has 
developed with respect to the additional 


-judge that this bill provides for the 


northern district of Indiana. 

Rather than discuss at this time the 
amendment which the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. DENNIS) has informed me 
he will offer to the bill when we consider 
it under the 5-minute rule, I would yield 
him some time to discuss his own amend- 
ment. : 

Mr. Speaker, I would merely conclude 
my remarks by saying that this is an 
open rule with 1 hour of debate. I know 
of no opposition to the rule as such and 
join in urging its adoption. 

Mr. Speaker, I now yield 5 minutes to 
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. DEN- 
NIS). 

Mr. DENNIS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman from Illinois for yielding. 

I take this time, Mr. Speaker,-to ad- 
vise and alert such of my colleagues as 
are on the floor as to the only point in 
this bill so far as I know which would 
be at all controversial. That deals with 
the matter of Federal judges, or judge, in 
the State of Indiana. : 

In order to bring us up to date, a little 
history is in order on that subject. We 
had here in the last session, as Members 
will remember, an omnibus judges’ bill 
which created new and additional Fed- 
eral judges in a great many States of 
the Union. That bill in its original form 
and as recommended by the Judicial 
Conference of the United States whose 
business is to make such recommenda- 
tions, included two judges in the State of 
Indiana. One in the northern district and 
one in the southern district—the two 
districts in my State. 

It passed the Senate with the two 
judges and without any controversy. 

Unfortunately, when it got into the 
Committee on the Judiciary in the House 
of Representatives, my good friend and 
colleague, the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Jacogs) for reasons which are more 
comprehensible to him than to me, struck 


- out the two judges for his State and mine. 


At that time, yielding to the advice of 
senior Members, I did not contest that 
matter on the floor, hoping something 
would be worked out in the parliamentary 
process. But nothing was worked out and 
Indiana got no judges, in spite of the 
fact that they had been recommended 
by the Judicial Conference. 

When this bili came along this year, I 
wanted to be very reasonable. Instead of 
offering two Indiana judges, which we 
had been entitled to in the previous bill, 
and in the hope of compromising and 
agreeing with my good friend from Indi- 
ana (Mr. Jacoss) I provided simply in 


R AcE Poked: he Bb NeC OO WN 1 
SCULPTOR 
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Dear Margo: 


Enclosed is the proposed reverse to 
the first PNC Medal. 


The original I have sent to Mary Brooks 
and a copy to Lisa Stefanelli. 


Attached as well is the historic document- 
ation for the symbolism I have used on 
the reverse. 





Mrs Margo Russell 
COIN WORLD 
Sidney , Ohio 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With- 
out objection, it is so ordered. 





WAIVER OF THE CALL OF THE 
THE CALENDAR 


Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the call of the 
legislative calendar, under rule VIII, be 
dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With- 
out objection, it is so ordered. 


. 





COMMITTEE MEETINGS DURING 
SENATE SESSION 


Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that all committees 
may be authorized to meet during the 
session of the Senate today. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With- 
out objection, it is so ordered. 





' ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous oe that the Senate pro- 






/PRESIDENT pro tempore. With- 
jection, it is SO ordered. 





AMERICAN REVOLUTION 
BICENTENNIAL MEDALS 


The bill (H.R. 7987) to provide for 
the striking of medals in commemora- 
tion of the bicentennial of the American 
Revolution was considered, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in the 
Recorp an excerpt from the report (No. 
92-603), explaining the purposes of the 
measure. 

There being no objection, the excerpt 
‘was ordered to be printed in the Rrcorp, 
as follows: 

PURPOSE OF THE BILL 
The bili authorizes the American Revolu- 


tion Bicentennial Commission (created by - 


' Public Law 89-491 to plan, encourage, devel- 
op, and coordinate the commemoration of the 
American Revolution Bicentennial) to uti- 
lize the facilities of the Bureau of the Mint 
on a fully reimbursable basis to strike a 
series of commemorative national medals. 

Specifically, the Commission would be au- 
thorized to arrange for the striking of a 
medal commemorating the year 1776 and its 
significance to American independence, and, 
in addition, a maximum of 13 separate medals 
commemorating historical events of great 
- importance recognized nationally as mile- 
stones in the continuing progress of the 
United States of America toward life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness. 

The sizes of the various medals, their 
metallic composition, and the emblems, de- 
vices, and inscriptions thereon are to be de- 
termined by the Commission, subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
’ The medals are to be furnished to the Com- 
mission by the Secretary in lots of not less 
than 2,000 for each design or size, at prices 
equal to the cost of manufacture, including 
labor, materials, dies, use of machinery, and 
overhead expenses, No medals may be pro- 
duced under authority of this legislation 
after December 31, 19832. 


BACKGROUND OF BILL 
H.R. 7987 is an administration bill, sub- 


mitted jointly by the American Revolution 


“CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE 


-ator Sparkman, for himself, and~ Senators 


- intent that medals struck under the author- 
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Mr. MANSFIELD subsequently said: 
Mr. President, earlier today, I asked 
unanimous consent that the vote on the 
Ervin amendment occur at 4 o’clock this 
afternoon. That consent was granted. 
Since then, I find that some Senators 
vitally interested in this bill have raised 
objection. So I ask unanimous consent 
that the consent agreement be vitiated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 


Bicentennial Commission and the Bureau 
of the Mint. 

A companion bill, S. 1766 was introduced in 
the Senate by the chairman of the Banking 
Housing and Urban Affairs Committee. Sen- 


Bennett, Proxmire and Tower. A similar bill, 
S. 2162 was introduced in the Senate by Sen- 
ator Dominick. After consideration the com- 
mittee agreed to report H.R. 7987. 

The American Revolution Bicentennial 
Commission is an independent Federal 
Agency consisting of four Members of the 
House of Representafives appointed by the 
Speaker, four Senators appointed by the 
President of the Senate, 12 heads of Federal 
Gepartments or agencies designated by status 
as ex Officio members, and 17 public mem- 
bers appointed by the President. The chair- 
man is the Honorable David J..Mahoney, of 
New York. 

The Commission named an advisory panel 
on coins and medals, chaired by ARBC Com- 
missioner George E. Lang, of New York, and 
including outsanding experts in the numis- 
matics arts, as well as Government officials, 
to develop a program for the issuance of spe- 
cial medals and coins and/or currency to 
commemorate the events leading up to the 
creation of the United States of America 
before and during the War of Independence. 
The provisions of H.R. 7987 include only 
those recommendations of the panel, as en- 
dorsed by the Commission and by the ad- 
ministration, relating to the issuance of 
commemorative medals. There are no coinage 
or currency aspects to the pending bill. 

It is your committee’s understanding and 





ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I yield 
back my time under the standing order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under 
the previous order, the distinguished 
Senator from Tennessee (Mr. Brock) is 
now recognized for not to exceed 15 
minutes. - 





VIETNAM 


Mr. BROCK. Mr. President, for 20 
years this Nation has been involved in 
the affairs of Vietnam. From the time of 
President Truman’s first commitment of 
large-scale military aid to the South 
Vietnamese in 1950, we have sent billions 
of dollars in military supplies, millions 
of dollars in economic aid, and hundreds 
of thousands of our young to that far- 
off land. In the last decade, this Nation 
has made the ultimate commitment—it 
has sacrificed the lives of 55,000 of our 
sons, 55,000 parts of our Nation’s fu- 
ture—so that another nation might be 
free. 

Incredibly, prior national administra- 
tions have done all this without ever 
bothering—until very recently—to ap- 
preciate or understand the character of 
the nation we were helping and the 
nature of the people with whom we were 
dealing. It was not until the mid-1960’s, 
long--after-our troop strength in South 
Vietnam had been built up into the hun- 
dreds of thousands, that our Defense 
-Department had one academic Vietnani 
specialist in its employ. Even today, oniy 
a handful of our Nation’s universities 
and colleges have programs in Southeast 
Asian studies. And while our broadcast 
media has done a superb job in report- 
ing the day-to-day events of the war, not 

ce in 20 years has any of the major 
outlets devoted so much as 1 hour to a 
systematic study of the culture and his- 
tory of Vietnam. 

American self-confidence is at the base 
of our tremendous historical success, but 
overconfidence is also at the root of such 
matters as our tragic failure in Vietnam. 
We were put there by a policy which 
presumed upon the basic idealism of the 
people of this land, but which had the 
mistaken objective of imposing our ide- 
ology, our methodology, our goals, and 
our standards on the Vietnamese. No 
matter that Vietnam contains political 
and social cultures more than 2,000 years 
older than our own. Our democratic 
methods created in this once raw and 
untamed land the world’s greatest po- 
litical, social, and economic success. So, 
in the minds of our leaders in the eavriv 
1960’s, our democratic methods were best 
for the Vietnamese. And because we 
Enew what was best, they believed it was 


ity of this legislation will be made widely 
available to the American people at reason- 
able prices to assure the broadest possible 
public participation in this phase of the bi- 
centennial’s many proposed activities mark- 
ing the Nation’s birth and development. Pro- 
ceeds from the sale of the medals are to be 
used. in the furtherance of the bicentennial 
celebration. 

Under instructions from President Nixon 
and Director Shultz of the Office of Man- 
agement and Budget, all Federal agencies 
are to cooperate with and assist the Com- 
mission in carrying out its assignment to 
make the bicentennial, in the President’s 
words, “a focal point for a review and re- 
affirmation of the principles on which the 
Nation was founded and for a new under- 
standing of our heritage.’ The Bureau of the 
Mint, in accordance with such instructions, 
is planning to provide extensive assistance 
to tne Commission’s commemorative medals 
program, based on its expertise and experi- 
ence in the production and distribution of 
numismatic materials, and hopefully plans 
to have the first medal in the projected 
series ready for issuance by the Commission 
on or before July 4, 1972. 





EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTVUNI- 
TIES ENFORCEMENT ACT OF 1971, 
UNANIMOUS-CONSENT REQUEST 


Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the yote on the 
Ervin amendment, which is pending, oc- 
cur at. 4 p.m. today and that the time, 
after the disposition of the three nomina- 
tions which will be taken up at the con- 
clusion of morning business, be equally 
divided between the manager of the bill 
and the sponsor of the amendment, the 
Senator from North Carolina (Mr. 
Ervin?. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there 
cbjection to the request of the Senator 
from Montana? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. For the information 
of the Senate, that will be a rollcall vote. 
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Mr. George E. Lang 
George Lang Corporation 
165 W. 58th Street 
New York, New York 10019 


Dear George: 


This is initial background on the new, suggested 
design for the first of the American Revolution Bicentennial 
National medals. The Mint staff is hard at work, putting together 
a more detailed report. 


j Ralph Menconi and Lisa Clain-Stefanelli, already 
knowledgeable in history and every stage of medallic design and 
production, supplemented their proficiency by drawing heavily from 
the Library of Congress. I believe this was one of the requisites 
so firmly mentioned by an ARBC staff member in conversation last 
week. 


) A copy of the design and working papers is enclosed. 
I hope you will agree the design is sophisticated enough to please 
dedicated students of the Revolution, yet elemental, to intrigue, 
to educate those who never knew, or have forgotten, what the 
American Revolution is all about. .. 


Most important of all, it does conform to the dic- 
tates of Congress and the language of the legislation, which may 
now be law. The head of Washington and a dominant reverse of the 
Bicentennial logo, a proposed design, in galvano form, does not. 


Lest you think the Houdon-Duvivier likeness of 
Washington is stagnate and unimaginative, remember, this portrait 
for a medal was THE ONLY ONE OF WASHINGTON EVER ORDERED BY CONGRESS. 
It is considered both from a historic and artistic point of view, 
the most important medallic treatment ever of Washington. IT IS THE 
FIRST AUTHENTIC MEDALLIC PORTRAIT of Washington. 


When Siege of Boston by the Continental Army ended 
with the British evacuating the city March 17, 1776, the Congress 
passed a resolution "That the thanks of this Congress, in their 
own name, and in the name of the Thirteen United Colonies, whom they 
represent, be presented to his Excellency General Washington, and 
the Officers and Soldiers under his command, for their wise and 
spirited conduct in the siege and acquisition of Boston, and that a 
Medal of gold be struck in commemoration of this great event, and 
presented to his Excellency; and that a committee of three be 


ao 


George E. Lang 
New York NiY. 
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appointed to prepare a letter of thanks, and a proper device 
for the Medal.'' The committee was composed of John Adams, John 
Jay and Stephen Hopkins. 


So the dies for the medal, "Washington Before 
Boston, | HOstipus primo fugatis", were executed in Paris in 1786, 
by Pierre Simon Duvivier, an eminent engraver. (Copy enclosed.) 
The bust was modeled after the one by Jean Antonine Houdon, the 
celebrated French sculptor, executed from a cast of the Washington 
Eeee taken, oy him at Mount Vernon in October, 1785. Houdon 
terurmed to Paris in January, 1786. 


Some say the head is rather too fully developed in 
the modeling, but it is admirably executed, and held by many to be 
THE standard medallic portrait. 


The gold medal remained in possession of the Wash- 
ington family until 1876. Then it was purchased for $5,000 by 
Bovettrzens Of Boston, and given to the city. It is held in the 
Boston Public Library. . 


It is the consensus of many in the numismatic field 
that the medallic head after Houdon conveys all the truth and 
character of the Houdon likeness, and is remarkable for its excel- 
lence of execution, simplicity of treatment and dignity of expres- 
Sten. so7much for The Excellence of the 1972 version,.also! No 
other representation of the features of Washington, the hero and 
statesman, which has come down to us from either painter or sculptor, 
conveys to the mind of the observer, a fuller sense of individuality, 
strength of character or dignity Of purpose. - Lts Eruthftulness to 
nature and the look of the man is substantiated by portraits by the 
artists, Pine and Savage, which possess similar characteristics. 


The fact that the galvano of this medallic presenta- 
tion of Washington was already done under ARBC auspices--although 
the Coins and Medals Advisory panel was not advised of this good 
fortune at its recent meeting--makes the 1972 medal nearer a 
reality. And certainly the traditional Washington likeness on the 
obverse will have the advantage of instant public identification as 
the Father of our Country, and leader of the Revolution. The re- 
verse supplies the education! 


Te 16. the suggestion of Mrs. Clain-Stefanelli and 
Menconi that the legend, ''American Revolution Bicentennial" appear 
at the top of the obverse over the Washington portrait with the 
Bicentennial logo in a rosette, a traditional treatment of such 
designs, to the right of the Erunecation. “Positioning of the ‘Logo 
could be standardized and continued throughout the medal series-- 
fe 1198616 thar many pleces. are produced. It 16) sad,. but’ true, 
that the Bicentennial logo lends itself better to pepe® and ink 
and color than metaL! 


Le 


George E. Lang 
New York, N.Y. 
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I would point out that the two ARBC Coins and 
Medals advisory panel experts considered a number of designs 
including the Libertas Americana and a Benjamin Franklin por- 
trait, but rejected them all in favor oe the enclosed proposed 
design fer 11972. | 


Now we come to the reverse. The original sketch 
has gone to Mint Director, Mary Brooks, for her decision as to 
its mintability should the Commission approve it. Lisa Clain- 
Stefanelli and Ralph Menconi have retained copies such as the 
work sheet I am enclosing. 


Lisa and Ralph tells me the essence of the design 
captures the events and action that precipitated the American 
Revolution, an excellent, rightful approach since this is the 
first medal of the series being struck in the year, 1972. 


At the top is the stamp of the infamous "Stamp Act." 
Resistance to the Stamp act was often violent. The stamp, as you 
know, was to be affixed to all licenses, publications and legal 
papers, a directive of the crown. Opposition to the Act brought 
many phases of colonial life to a standstill. (Note the potential 
tie-in with the colonial life being depicted on the stamps to be 
released July 4, 1972, if such a tie-in is necessary.) 


"Join or Die'' was a famous revolutionary "fightin'" 
motto. The device, a snake, is composed of the United Colonies, 
(Identified by initials.) It is based on 1754 design by Benjamin 
Franklin. Paul Revere engraved the "Join Or Die'! device, the one 
on the medal, for the masthead of his patriot newspaper, the Massa- 
chusetts Spy. Franklin used the snake in his Pennsylvania Gazette. 


Personally, I prefer the writhing of the Franklin 
snake, rather than that stiffness of the Revere ereature, but: Lisa 
and Ralph must have had their reasons since they are dealing with 
metal, not paper! 


Imagine getting the Boston massacre on this first 
medal, in addition to everything else! But they did it--in the 
graphic form of five coffins. Five Bostonians died in the massacre, 
and colonial propagandists made the most of the death of five young 
men who were "murthered March 5th 1770 By the 29th Regiment." 


The five coffins come from a patriotic broadside 
used to propagandize the patriots' cause. Victims' initials, includ- 
ing C.J.A., Crispus J. Attucks, the first black man to die for 
America's liberty, appear on the coffins, along with typical early 


American "gravestone'' art in the form of the crossbones and skull. 


' pe 
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jt hnow 1t is the hope and intention of the Clain- 
Stefanelli-Menconi team to set a pattern with this first medal, 
to allow for a progression of meaningful pieces, perhaps climaxing 
at the end of the Bicentennial era with something in the way of 
Now, Today, bringing us from Then to Now and Beyond. They hope, 
i bebwveve, tovstay traditional with the traditionalist pieces, 
retaining distinctive lettering styles--the "f's'' for "s's" and 
other such strongly early American touches and flavors, but soar, 
perhaps, by 1980 with contemporary artistry. 


Sizes and metals oughtto be the next consideration 
aire ene 1972 design is approved, right? 


We find ourselves in the position of beggars, not 
choosers, at this late date, but thank God for the good will of 
the Mint. The Mint will impose certain ordering period Limitations 
upon us because it must sandwich our program in between its own 
Collector service. [ am not ‘certain you have been made aware of 
Eh ie: 


Our two creative people have gone a step further 
and developed ideas for the PNC cover which will be sent to you 
shortly. 


May I suggest with the combined strength and fervor 
of Molly Pitcher and Betsy Ross that we begin work immediately on 


the 1973 medal design. WE MUST NEVER LET SUCH INEPTNESS OR APATHY 


CREEP INTO THIS IMPORTANT PROGRAM AGAIN! Do you think a national 
competition for the 1973 medal design would have merit? What we 
could do with it, publicity-wise, would be terrific! What about 


guidelines for state ARBC Commissions as they plan for their medals? 


We must have been born under the right stars and 
signs to have the concern and creativity of Mrs. Clain-Stefanelli 
and Ralph Menconi. Both dropped their very own important affairs 
and rallied to the cause. Could we reimburse Ralph Menconi for 
his travel expenses to Washington last week? I spoke about this 
to. Jack, Grehard, too. 


Without the initiative, understanding, strength and 
support of Mrs. Brooks, and your instant rallying of the troops 
like a good commander last week, our medals program would be as 
dead as those Boston massacre victims, stone cold in King street 
near the Town House! 


My best wishes to you, and I trust you are well on 
the road to recovery. 


Sincerely, 


COIN WORLD 
tr ar 
Margo {Rus sell (Mrs. Marion) 
MR:dc Editor 
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MARGO RUSSELL 
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Eric, 1f you will cavigre 


collect, I will give you some 


additional backsround. . . 


September 28, 1972 


‘In closing these remarks, Mr. Speaker, 
I have a tribute to offer from the heart. 
It is a tribute to the real heroes of this 
long struggle. These are the hardwork- 
ing citizens of Wyoming, so many of 
whom have written and called me to teil 
of their hopes for the preservation of the 
Washakie Wilderness and the DuNoir 
addition. But for them, this one could 
have slipped between the cracks. Because 
of them, the Washakie Wilderness is be- 
ing created today and the DuNoir coun- 
try is being protected and given the close 
and direct study it deserves but has never 
gotten from the Forest Service. 

RECOGNITION AND THANKS 


_ Itis always dangerous to list those who 
have led the good fight and to whom so 
much credit is due, but I will hazard 
that to simply list, in no particular or- 
der, some of the leaders in Wyoming, 
from all walks of life, who have kept this 
issue alive and who have been constant 
advocates of the best decision: Les and 
Alice Shoemaker of the CM Ranch in 
Dubois, Wyo.; their daughter Leslie, and 
her husband ‘Pete’ Peterson; and also 
from Dubois, Pere C. Yarborough—all 
close friends from Dubois who know the 
DuNoir area so well and who believe so 
strongly in its wilderness values; Carol 
Noble, one of the great Wyoming con- 
servationists, and his son, Jim Noble, 
who, with John Borzea, have spear- 


headed this fight for the Wyoming Wild-~ 


life Federation; Tom Bell, the courage- 
ous and hard-hitting editor of the-High 
Country News, and in his way the most 
effective voice of conscience forthe land; 
Keith and Sally Becker, young people 
from Wyoming who have dedicated their 
lives, at great sacrifice, to giving day io 
Gay leadership to the Wyoming Outdoor 
Coordinating Council, which has played 
the prominent leadership role in the 
studies and decisions on the DuNoir 
area; John Turner, an outstanding ecol- 
ogist from Jackson Hole; Coleen Kelly, 
who began her personal involvement in 
this effort as a college student and has 
gone on to help lead the Coordinating 
Council; Burton Marston of the Izaak 
Walton League, and Laney Hicks, of Du- 
bois and Jake Kittle and Art Fawcett, 
both of Douglas. 

Bill Crump and others from our Wyo- 
ming Fish and Game Department have 
been very strongly behind full protec- 
-tion of the DuNoir country. 

One cannot make such a list as this 
without including the renown Mrs. Mar- 
garet E. Murie of Moose. And there are 
others; among them Joe and Willomae 
Green of Casper, Kathleen Wilson of 
Dubois, Dave Carson of Dubois, Joe Ar- 
mijo of Laramie, Joe and Mary Back of 
Dubois, Mary Beerkle of Moose, Judy 
Belous of Jackson, Med Bennett of Wil- 
son, Mrs. Mattie Lee Clayton Brown, 
Lou Cicco of Rock Springs, Mr. and Mrs. 
Don Detimore and Mr. and Mrs. Joe 
Detimore of Dubois, L. D. Frome of 
Afton, Bob Greenspan of Wilson. 

John Jacobsen of Cheyenne, Mrs. 
Phoebe L. Holzinger of Casper, Mr. and 
Mrs. Ray Jenrich of Story, Mrs. John 
Jolley of Lander, Margaret Kahin of the 
Ring Lake Ranch at Dubois, Mr. and 
Mrs. Frank Layton of Casper, Ed Lons- 


dale of Laramie, Vince and Danie Lee 
of Wilson, Thomas M. McKinney of 
Basin, Kenneth J. Morgan of Big Piney, 
and Dr. John Omohundro of Sheridan. 
Also, Harold O’Malley of Lander, Rob- 
ert and Leslie Perry of Laramie, Rev. 
George Quarterman of Laramie, Bayard 
D. Rea of Casper, B. L. Riddle of Evans- 
ton, Bruce Simon of Jackson, Boyd Sims 
of Casper, Robert Staffanson of Cody, 
W. R. Stratton of Casper, Mr. and Mrs. 
Mark Thompson of Dubois, H. Lee Trejo 
of Rawlins, Mrs. Mae Urbanek of Lusk, 
Elise S. Untermyer of Moran, Jim Van 
Nostrand of Jackson, John J. Wantulok 
of Casper, Bruce Ward of Casper, 
Stephanie Wood of Moose, Mr. John 
Enger of Powell, Miss Jane Gordon of 


Story, Clayton T. Trosper of Cheyenne, | 


and Bill Utzinger of Casper. 

Mr. Speaker, these people have exer- 
cised the truest example of our demo- 
cratic system that I know—the dedicated 
advocacy of their love for the land. Fu- 
ture generations of our citizens may not 
recall their names, but they will benefit 
so much from the fine groundwork they 
have laid. It is a pleasure for me to pay 
them tribute today as we see the first 
step in protecting the Washakie Wilder- 
ness and the DuNoir Basin. 

Mr. JOHNSON--of-€al¥ornia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the’ conference report. 


“ The previous question was ordered. 


The conference report was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 





AMERICAN REVOLUTION BICENTEN- 
NIAL COMMISSION 


Mr. DONOHUE. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 13694) to 
amend the joint resolution establishing 
the American Revolution Bicentennial 
Commission, as amended. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the 
motion offered by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

The motion was agreed to. 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE HOUSE 


Accordingly the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bili H.R. 15694, with 
Mr. ASPINALL (Chairman pro tempore) in 
theehair, 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. When 
the Committee rose on Tuesday, August 8, 
the Clerk had read the first section, 
ending on page 2. 

If there are no amendments to be pro- 
posed, the Clerk will read. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, I make the 
point of order that a quorum is not pres- 
ent. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. The 
Chair will count. 

Fifteen Members are present, not a 
quorum. 

The Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol- 
lowing Members failed to answer to their 
names: — 
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Abourezk Esch Nichols 
Abzug Eshleman O’Hara 
Anderson, Evans, Colo, Passman 
Tenn, Fish Patman 
Aspin Flowers Patten 
Baring Frey Pelly 
Barrett Galifianakis Pepper 
Bell Gallagher ’ Peyser 
Betts Gibbons Pirnie 
Bevill Gray Powell 
Blackburn Green, Oreg. Price, Tex. 
Blanton Griffiths Pryor, Ark. 
Blatnik Hagan Pucinski 
Bow Hammer- Purcell 
Brademas schmidt Reid 
Brinkley Hanna Rhodes 
Buchanan Harvey Robison, N.Y. 
Byrnes, Wis. Hastings Rooney, N.Y. 
Byron Hathaway Rooney, Pa. 
Cabell Hawkins Saylor 
Caffery Hébert Scheuer 
Clark Hosmer Schmitz 
Clay Hunt Scott 
Conte Jonas Shriver 
Conyers Jones, Tenn. Sisk 
Davis, Ga. Kuykendall Smith, Calif. 
Davis, S.C. Lennon Springer 
de la Garza Lujan Stephens 
Dellenback McClory Stokes 
Denholm McCullcch Talcott 
Derwinski McDonald, Teague, Calif, 
Diggs Mich. Teague, Tex. 
Dorn McEwen Terry 
Dow McKay Thompson, NJ. 
Dowdy McKinney Waldie 
au Pont McMillan Wiggins 
Dwyer Mikva Wilson, 
Edmondson Miller, Calif, Charles H. 
Edwards, Ala. Mitcheil Winn 
Edwards, Calif. Murphy, Ill. Wright 
Erlenborn Murphy, N.Y. 


Accordingly the Committee rose: and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. GoNzALEZ, Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union, reported that that Com- 
mittee, having had under consideration 


the bill H.R. 13694, and finding itself 


without a quorum, he had directed the 
roll to be called, when 212 Members re- 
sponded to their names, a quorum, and 
he submitted herewith the names of the 
absentees to be spread upon the Journal. 
The Committee resumed its sitting. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CELLER 


Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chariman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. CELLER: Page 1, 
lines 9 and 10: Strike “‘and to remain avail- 
able until expended $6,712,000 for fiscal year 
1973” and insert “until February 15, 1973, 
$3,356,000”, 


Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, on Sep- 
tember 12, last, Iannounced that I would 
offer amendments to the bill H.R. 13694 
so as to provide interim authority to the 
American Revolution Bicentennial Com- 
mission for a period of 6 months, and to 
limit the scope of the pending bill in 
other respects. On that date I announced 
that I had directed the staff of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to conduct a 
study of the operations and functions of 
the Commission. I pointed out that § 
years ago the Congress established an 
American Revoluvion Bicentennial Com- 
mission to plan, encourage, develop, and 
coordinate an appropriate commemora- 
tion of our 200th anniversary as a nation. 
As that anniversary approaches, wide- 
spread bipartisan criticisms are being 
leveled at the operations of the Commis- 
sion, seriously calling into question many 
Commission programs and making im- 
perative a thorough congressional review 
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of the Commission’s past activities and 
future goals. 

The bill H.R. 13694 includes the Com- 
mission’s request for a $6.7 million au- 
thorization for fiscal year 1973. In light 
of the current debate, it would be inap- 
propriate for Congress to extend that full 
authorization, but we cannot cut off com- 
pletely the Commission funding without 
a full and judicious consideration of the 
issues. That consideration cannot, in 
fairness to all parties involved, be ac- 
complished within the remaining weeks 
of this Congress. It was for these reasons 
that I directed the staff of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary to conduct an in- 
depth study of the operations and func- 
tions of the American Revolution Bi- 
centennial Commission to be completed 
no later than December 31, 1972. That 
study is now in progress and the staff is 
presently conducting a search of the 
Commission files. I have also requested 
the General Accounting Office to under- 
take an independent audit and exami- 
nation which will be made a part of the 
staff study. 

It is my purpose to permit the func- 
tioning of the Commission: until such 
time as the findings and recommenda- 
tions of the staff can be considered by the 
Committee at the beginning of the next 
session of the Congress. The amendment 
I recommend would reduce the amount 
of the funds authorized to half of the 
original amount, or $3,356,000, and limit 
the period of the authorization to Febru- 
ary 15, 1973. 

The observance of the bicentennial is 
of vital importance to our people for it 
is a commemoration of our beginnings 
as a nation and includes the recognition 
of our common identity and vitality. We 
cannot now falter or delay in any manner 
which would prejudice a meaningful ob- 
servance of the founding of our Republic. 

For that reason, and to recapitulate, 
an investigation is being pursued. We 
cannot in good conscience stop the work 
of this Commission. It is far too impor- 
tant. The Commission has been charged 
with misfeasance and has been charged 
with abuses. That may be. Those are al- 
legations. We want to be sure that those 
allegations can be substantiated. It would 
be unfair to proceed on the basis that 
those charges are true. We are examin- 
ing the situation and the Congress will 
have ample opportunity after this inter- 
im period to provide for remedial legis- 
lation, but meanwhile, while the inves- 
tigation is going on, it is quite essential 
to fund the Commission so that its opera- 
tions may continue. . 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr, CELLER. I yield to the gentleman 
from Iowa. 


Mr. GROSS. I thank the gentleman for 


yielding. How would the gentleman’s 
amendment affect the grants, the $2,200,- 
000 worth of grants specified on page 2? 

Mr. CELLER. The words on page 2, 
“which are not to exceed $2,400,000.” 

Mr. GROSS. Your amendment does not 
go to the grants, or does it? 

Mr. CELLER. No, it does not. We did 
not think it was necessary to amend the 
$2,400,000 figure because the bill says 
that grants shali not exceed that figure. 
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Mr. GROSS. But by cutting to a total 
authorization of $3 million-plus, that 
would reduce the grants? 

Mr. CELLER. That is correct. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

I should like to ask the gentleman 
from New York what sum of money he 
cut the authorization to? 

Mr. CELLER. We reduced the total 
amount of appropriations from $6,712,000 
to $3,356,000; cut it right in half. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I see. You see, the 
ARBC, and Iam one of the four Members 
of this House to serve on the ARBC, has 
made a commitment to the various 
States to give them $90,000 in total for 
planning for their own State American 
Revolution Bicentennial Commissions. 

Of course, once those plans are formu- 
lated, they will be presented to the ARBC 
for ARBC’s approval. Now, the States had 
gotten for the most part the first $45,000 
payment. I think that it would be break- 
ing faith with the States on the action 
formerly taken by the Congress where 
the States were notified that they were 
going to get up to $90,000 for planning. 

What I would like to ask, Mr. CELLER, 
is, this would reduce, remove from the 
$6.7 million authorization the $2.4 mil- 
lion which can then go to the States, 
with each State getting up to $45,000. 

They have already started their plan- 
ning process with the first $45,000 we 
have given them, and then we could 
split the difference and take about 40 
percent of the difference so that instead 
of making it $3.3 million, we could make 
it $4 million. 

Mr. CELLER. When the gentleman 
first spoke to me, I was inclined to agree 
with him, but on second thoughts, I think 
it would be well, and I hope the gentle- 
man will agree, that we not cross that 
bridge until the investigation is com- 
pleted. 

I think it would be ill advised at the 
present time te accept the gentleman’s 
proposal. 

All we say in the original bill is that 
the moneys to be allocated to States shall 
“not exceed $2,400,000.” I think it is pret- 
ty safe to leave it that way. When we get 
additional information about the man- 
agement of the Commission, should there 
be need to make some changes with 
reference to the allocations to the States, 
we can readily do so. 

So, I would suggest that we leave the 
bill the way it is with the amendment 
which I have proposed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I would like to sug- 
gest to the chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee, the distinguished Mr. CELLER, 
that many of these States right now are 
engaged in their planning process. 

Unless we get the money to them which 
they were expecting in the early part of 
fiscal year 1973 which started July 1, 
1872; unless we get that money to 
them, they are going to be forced to dis- 
rupt their planning operations, lay off 
some people. So, I am asking an addi- 

_tional $700,000 to make sure that the 
ARBC can continue to function and the 
States can continue their planning. 

Mr. CELLER. I deeply sympathize 
with the gentleman’s thoughts, but since 
there is a cloud hanging over the work 
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of the Commission. I believe we ought to ~ 
pause a bit and not make too many 
changes until we know all the facts. We 
do not know all the facts. We cannot see 
through the mists exactly what should 
be done. 

I do not believe there would be harm 
done to the States if we left this provi- 
sion as it is; in other words, with the 
allocation to the States not to exceed 
$2.4 million. The next Congress can deal 
with the problem. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The AREC does have 
the remainder of October, November, 
December, January, and February to op- 
erate. No one knows more about a cloud 
hanging over the ARBC than I do. That 
is why I suggest we allow them only $1.6 
million to operate. 

Mr. SMITH of New York. Mr. Chair- 
man, I rise in support of the amendment. 

(Mr. SMITH of New York asked and 
was given permission to revise and ex- 
tend his remarks.) 

Mr. SMITH of New York. Mr. Chair- 
man, we on the subcommittee from 
which this bill came have taiked with 
the chairman of the Committee on the 
Judiciary (Mr. CELLER). Under the cir- 
cumstances we are inclined to accept the 
amendment of the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. CELLER) as proposed. I urge 
adoption of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from New York (Mr. CELLER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there are no fur- 
ther amendments to be proposed to sec- 
tion 1, the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. Section 9 is amended by the addi- 
tion of the following new subsections: 

“(2) make grants to nonprofit entities or 
individuals, including States, territories, the 
District of Columbia, and the Common- 
wealth of Puerto Rico (or subdivisions there- 
of) to assist in developing or supporting bi- 
centennial programs or projects. Such grants 
may be up to 50 per centum of the total cost 
of the program or project to be assisted: 
Provided, That not more than 20 per centum 
of funds granted under this subsection in 
any fiscal year may be without regard to the 
50 per centum limitation; 

“(3) in any case where money or property 
is donated, bequeathed, or devised to the 
Commission, and accepted thereby for pur- 
poses of assisting a specified nonprofit entity 
or individual, including States, territories, 
the District of Columbia, and the Common- 
wealth of Puerto Rico (or subdivisions there- 
of), for a bicentennial program or project, 
grant such money or property, plus an 
amount not to exceed the value of the dona- 
tion, bequest, or device: Provided, That the 
recipient agrees to match the combined value 
of the grant for such bicentennial program 
or project.” 

COMMITTEE AMENDMENTS 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re- 
port the committee amendments to sec- 
tion 2. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Committee amendments: Page 2, 
5 and 6, strike “or individuals”. 

Page 2, lines 11, 12, 13 and 14, strike 
“: Provided, That not more than 20 per cen- 
tum of funds granted under this subsection 
in any fiscal year may be without regard to 
the 50 per centum limitation”. 

Page 2, line 18, strike “or individual’. 

Page 2, line 23, strike “device” and insert 
“devise”. _ 


lines 
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The committee amendments were - 
agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 3. Add at the end thereof the follow- 
ing new section 11: 

“Src, 11. Whenever the President deter- 
mines it to be in furtherance of the pur- 
poses of this Act, the functions authorized 
under this Act may be performed without re- 
gard to such provisions of law or limitations 
of authority regulating or relating to the 
making, performance, amendment, or modi- 
fication of contracts, the acquisition and dis- 
position of property, and the expenditure of 
Government funds, as he may specify.” 

COMMITTEE AMENDMENT 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re- 
port the committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Committee amendment: Page 3, line 3, 
strike “Whenever” and insert ‘For a period 
of one year from the effective date of this 
section, whenever”’. 

SUBSTITUTE AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CELLER 
FOR THE COMMITTEE AMENDMENT 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer a 
substitute amendment. 

The Clerk read as foliows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. CELLER aS a sub- 
stitute for the committee amendment: Page 
8, lines 1 through 11: Strike all of section 3 
as set forth in lines 1 through 11 on page 3 
of the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
New York (Mr. CELLER) is recognized in 
support of his substitute amendment. 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment strikes from the bill provi- 
sions conferring broad authority relat- 
ing to the making or modifications of 
contracts, the acquisition and disposi- 
tion of property, and the expenditures 
of public funds. These provisions would 
exempt such authorities, in certa:n cir- 
cumstances, from any existing restric- 
tion or regulation established by law. 
Thus, formal bidding or advertising re- 
quirements would not apply; time limita- 
tions on contracts also would be voided. 

It was these provisions, which would 
be stricken by my amendment that 
caused a great deal of the bipartisan 
criticism that we heard with reference to 
the operation of the Commission. And in 
view of the fact that this investigation is 
now pending I think it would be wise 
to eliminate this tremendous authority 
and then see what the in-depth study 
would reveal. The next Congress could 
’ determine whether this language should 

be reinstated or modified, but meanwhile 
I think it should be eliminated. 

As I was saying, this provision strikes 
out inordinate power resident in the 
Commission to acquire property, to sell 
property, modify contracts, and bestow 
money without let or hindrance, without 
any standards of control. 

That is a tremendous power. I think 
it would be well that we eliminate that 
power, at least temporarily, until we 
know whither we are going. When the 
investigation that we have inaugurated 
is completed the Members can in the 
next Congress decide whether or not to 
confer such authority. 

Mr. SCHWENGEL. Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion, if the gentleman would yield. 
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Mr. CELLER. I yield to the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. SCHWENGEL. I would like to ask 
the gentleman 2 question. 

I assume this means that there will be 
some further consideration of this basic 
legislation before the subcommittee at 
the first of the year to make some stud- 
jes and evaluations on this section, and 
any other phase of the bicentennial op- 
eration: is that correct? 

Mr. CELLER. That is correct. 

Mr. SCHWENGEL. I thank the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. SMITH of New York. Mr. Chair- 
man, I rise in support of the amendment 
offered by the chairman of the full Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the substitute amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. CELLER) 
for the committee amendment. 

The substitute amendment was agreed 


The committee amendment, as amend- 
ed, was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 4. Section 6 is amended by the addi- 
tion of the following new subsection: 

“(4) In addition to the number of posi- 
tions which may be placed in GS-16, GS-17, 
and GS-18, under section 5108 of title 5, 
United States Code, not to exceed ten posi- 
tions may be placed in GS-16, GS-17, and 
GS-18, to carry out the functions of the 
Commission. The authority under this sub- 
section shall be subject to the procedures pre- 
scribed under section 5108 of title 5 of the 
United States Code, and shall continue only 
for the duration of the exercise of functions 
of the Commission.” 


AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CELLER 


Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. CELLER: Page 3, 


lines 12 through 22, strike all of section 4 as 
set forth in lines 12 through 22 of the bill. 


Mr. CELLER. My. Chairman, this 
amendment would eliminate provisions 
from the bill authorizing 10 supergrade 
positions on the commission. 


Supererade officials were the subject 


of a great deal of criticism. Whether that 
criticism is warranted or not I cannot 
say. However, the allegations have been 
made. As I said before, there is a cloud, 
as it were, hovering over the commis- 
sion because of some of the actions of 
the supergrade Officials. 

I think in the light, as I said before, 
of the investigation that is now ensuing, 
we should wait to see whether or not 
we should reinstate these supergrades, 
and the next session of Congress could 
well do that. 

There have been charges of nepotism, 
favoritism, political skulduggery, and 
what have you. I do not know whether 
those charges are true. I do not say they 
are true, but I think they are important 
enough to investigate. 

For these reasons I think it would be 
well at this juncture not to have the 
power resident in anyone to make these 
appointments until the investigation has 
been had and the next Congress can work 
its will. 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CELLER. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I am delighted to 
commend the gentleman and join in the 
support of this amendment. 

I think the action by way of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York is the best action that 
can be taken at this time. I will make 
it quite easy for those of us on the Com- 
mittee on Post Office and Civil Service, 
who do have a concern about the super- 
grade authority here given, to support 
this legislation. 

I assure the gentleman of our assist- 
ance in the next session of Congress to 
provide whatever necessary personne! is 
required for the commission. 

Mr. GROSS. Will the gentleman yield? - 

Mr. CELLER. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSS. I wish to commend the 
gentleman from New York for his 
amendments, particularly those striking 
sections 3 and 4 of the bill. 

In the first instance, section 3 is an 
unconscionable delegation of power and 
should never have been in this legislation 
in any form. 

Section 4 is a matter that rightfully 
comes within the purview of the Com- 
mittee on Post Office and Civil Service 
and the subcommittee of which the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from North Caro- 
lina (Mr. HENDERSON) is the chairman. 

Again I commend the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. CELLER), for the amend- 
ments he has offered to this bill. 

Mr. SMITH of New York. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CELLER. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. SMITH of New York. Mr. Chair- 
man, I rise in support of the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York, 
the chairman of the full committee. 

I should like to say for the benefit of 
the gentleman from Iowa that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary did not act in 
regard to the supergrades until we had 
the approval and the OK of the Com- 
mittee on Post Office and Civil Service. 

We had gone through the bill once he- 
fore, so we decided we would wait until 
we had the approval of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question in on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. CELLER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR, WILLIAMS 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. WILLIAMS: Page 
3, immediately after line 22, add the follow- 
ing new section: 

Sec. 5. Section 6(b) (3) is amended to read 
as follows: 

“(3) All decisions shall be made by the full 
Commission, including those proposals from 
Advisory Committees or Panels and any Ex- 
ecutive Committee. However, the Commission 
may delegate such powers and duties to the 
Director (with the power to redelegate) as 
necessary for the day-to-day, efficient oper- 
ation and management of the Commission 
staff. The Commission shall meet at least bi- 
monthly, and special meetings of the Com- 
mission may be called by the Chairman, and 
@ quorum for the Commission shall be one 
more than half the number of Commission- 
ers.” 
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(Mr. WILLIAMS asked and was given 


permission to revise and extend his re-- 


marks.) 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman and 
Members of the Committee, the Amer- 
ican Revolution Bicentennial Commis- 
sion (ARBC) was actually formed in 1966 
by an act of Congress. Of course, it took 
some time before the membership of the 
AREC was selected and the ARBC was 
funded by this Congress. 

To date, the progress of the ARBC to- 
ward developing a proper commemora- 
tion for the 200th anniversary of this 
country has been virtually nonexistent. 

It is true that the ARBC has an- 
nounced its endorsement of such things 
as Mount Rushmore, Rainbow Center—a 
redevelopment project in Niagara, N.Y.— 
the AMA drive to find a cure for sickle 
cell anemia and the Winter Olympics in 
Colorado in 1976. While endorsement of 
these projects is quite nice, they have 
nothing to do with the American Rev- 
olution and all of the projects have been 
funded by other agencies. 

I was appointed to the ARBC on 
September 16, 1971, by the Speaker of 
the House, the Honorable Cart ALBERT, 
upon the recommendation of the minor- 
ity leader, Mr. GERALD R. Forp, and I was 
truly looking forward to participating in 
developing the plans for a bicentennial 
commemoration which would be worthy 
of this great country of ours. 

The full ARBC membership, when at 
full strength, consists of 50 members, 
selected to represent a cross section of 
the United States. I was dumbfounded 
to learn that the full commission of the 
AREC is seldom used, knows little about 
that which is actually going on and serves 
in a most frustrating capacity. 

The reason for this is that the ARBC 
has formed an executive committee of 
10 members, even though there is no 
provision to be found anywhere in the 
law that provides for an executive com- 
mittee. The 10-member executive com- 
mittee makes virtualy all of the decisions 
for the ARBC and the ARBC commission 
members are notified of these actions 
weeks later, and sometimes not at all. 
The fact is that the executive committee 
meets monthly, or more often when it is 
Geemed necessary by the Chairman. The 
full Commission meets only quarterly. 
This is not spelled out any place in the 
law, but simply represents the deteriora- 
tion of the operation of the ARBC. 

Under the functions of the 10-member 
executive committee which has recently 
been increased to 18 members, it takes 
six members to constitute a quorum; 
therefore, four members can make a 
decision for the entire Commission. If one 
of the six members decides to abstain, 
three can make the decision. This makes 
the concept of a 50-member AREC, rep- 
resenting a cross section of the people 
of the United States, nothing but a mock- 
ery. AS an example on February 21, 1972, 
the full Commission unanimously adopt- 
ed the following resolution— 

That the concept of the Bicentennial Parks 
is recommended by the Commission as 2 con- 
structive and exciting concept; that this con- 
cept be studied by the staff; utilizing the 
resources available in the Federal and State 
Governments, the State Bicentennial Com- 
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missions and the private sector, in order to 
determine the feasibility of the concept; and 
the results of this study be presented to the 
ARBEC for consideration at the earliest pos- 
sible date; and that the Chairman of the 
ARBC be asked to present this concept and 
this resolution to the Governors of the States 
and their representatives at the National Bi- 
centenial Conference on Febuary 22, 1972, 
and the National Governors’ Conference on 
February 24, 1972. 


This resolution is clearly a mandate 
to the 87-member staff of the ARBC to 
conduct a feasibility study on the Bi- 
centennial Park concept. 

Yet, on July 10, 1972, officers of the 
ARBC signed a contract with Booz, Allen 
& Hamilton, Inc., for phase I of the 
feasibility study on the Bicentennial 
Park concept. The commissioners of the 
ARBC were notified of this action by 
means of a letter from the Chairman, 
Mr. David J. Mahoney, on July 25, 1972. 

Obviously, the executive committee had 
overruled the full commission and had 
decided to have a private consulting firm 
do the feasibility study, rather than fol- 
low the directive of the full commission 
that the staff should do this study. 

The fact is that even as I stand before 


you now, I do not know what the 87-~ 


member ARBEC staff, with 21 of them 
making over $30,000 annually, as of the 
middle of June, are doing to develop a 
proper bicentennial commemoration for 
this country. 

In order to make the progress we 
should have been making years ago, I 
have offered an amendment which would 
return to the full American Revolution 
Bicentennial Commission the powers 
necessary to make decisions and to have 
all advisory panels and committees and 
any executive committee report to the 
full commission which will make the de- 
cisions. 

My amendment also provides that the 
full commission shall set guidelines under 
which such powers will be delegated to 
the director as will be necessary for the 
day to day, efficient operation and man- 
agement of the commission staff. My 
amendment also provides for the full 
commission to meet bimonthly and spe- 
cial meeting may be called by the chair- 
man. 

I urge the adoption of this amendment 
as the only practical means of staging 
a bicentennial commemoration worthy 
of our great country. 

Mr. DONOHUE. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman and Members of the 
House, my opposition to this amendment 
is beause I fear that it would have the 
effect of limiting the commission in its 
efforts to expedite its own procedures in 
providing for the logical handling of its 
functions and its work. 

The Commission numbers 50 members 
and in addition to the 25 members ap- 
pointed from the private sector, there are 
an equal number of Government repre- 
sentatives including Cabinet officers and 
high ranking officials. 

The operation contemplated by this 
amendment would require that the full 
Commission make virtually all decisions 
concerning the work of the Commission 
in a meeting which is held only once 
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every 2 months. This would not meet 
the practical requirements of the work 
of directing this national observance. 

In further commenting on the remarks 
made by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, I might say that if there are any 
abuses going on within the committees 
that are set up by the Commission, the 
Commission itself at any one of its meet- 
ings which are held once every 2 months, 
is in a position to correct them. 

Now, if the executive committee is 
exercising unusual power, the Commis- 
sion should define what the powers are 
and what its authority is. 

I say that this is an internal Com- 
mission function that should be taken 
care of by the Commission itself and 
should not necessarily become part of 
the basic law. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DONOHUE. I am glad to yield to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr Chairman, I 
would also like to call to your attention 
that when I say that the executive com- 
mittee assists or makes all of the deci- 
sions that the full Commission, part of 
this procedure at the May 16 meeting 
in Boston, I was the only congressional 
representative present and one of the 
main difficulties today with the Commis- 
sion is that there are too many members 
on the Commission who like the prestige 
of being on the Commission, but do not 
want to devote their time and energy to 
it to make it work. 

I think my amendment will overcome 
this. When the gentleman says the com- 
mission meets every 2 months, the com- 
mission has been meeting quarterly, and 
the bimonthly meetings were passed at 
the last commission meeting only as a 
result of what has been happening in this 
case with this bill being pulled off of 
the calendar, with it being defeated un- 
der the suspension of the rules. 

I do care what the commission does. 
What we have to be certain of is that 
the commission is facing up to its re- 
sponsibility. We have a quorum of this 
commission living within 100 miles of 
Washington, and if we have to meet 
once a month, let us meet once a month. 
It would be just as easy, unless we adopt 
my amendment, for the commission at 
the next meeting to decide they are go- 
ing to meet twice a year. 

Mr. DONOHUE, I think the gentleman 
would agree at the September meeting it 
was decided that the Commission would 

neet once every 2 months. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Bimonthly. Prior to 
that it was quarterly, four times a year. 

Mr. DONOHUE. At the present time 
it has been determined by the commis- 
sion itself that their meetings would be 
held once every 2 months. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, and what I am 
saying to the gentleman further is that 
at the next meeting they might just de- 
cide to meet twice a year. 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. Again I want to 
repeat that the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary will examine all of these phases 
that the gentleman who was the sponsor 
of this pending amendment has sug- 
gested, but to ask the entire Commission 
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of 50 members to take care of the daily 
chores of this Commission would impose 
upon the members an impossible task. 
Let us see who the members of the 
Commission are. There are to be four 
Members of the Senate to be appointed 
by the President of the Senate, four 
Members of the House, to be appointed 
by the Speaker, the Secretary of State, 
the Secretary of Treasury, the Attorney 
General, the Secretary of the Interior, 
the Secretary of Defense, the Secretary 


Commerce, the Secretary of Housing and 


Urban Development, the Secretary of 
Transportation, the Secretary of Health, 
Education; and Welfare, the Librarian 


’ of Congress, the Secretary of the Smith- 


sonian Institution, the Archivist of the 


~ United States, the Chairman of the Fed- 


. 


eral Council on the Arts and the Human- 
ities, all of whom shall be ex officio mem- 
bers of the Commission; and in addition 
four members of the Federal judiciary 
to be appointed by the Chief Justice of 
the United States, and 25 members from 
the private sector. 


Those are all important members—at 


least most of them are. A quorum would 
be 26 members. Requiring 26 members to 
assemble every time the Commission 
meets in order to do business would put 
a superhuman burden on this Commis- 
sion. I do not see how the Commission 
could operate. No corporation operates 
with the necessity of the board of direc- 
tors being present. The officers of the cor- 
poration usually act. 


Here you have a Director. You have- 


three Deputy Directors. We must place 
some confidence in the Director. If the 
Director has not functioned properly, fire 
him. 

This investigation that we are con- 
ducting will determine whether the pre- 
sent director is a good man or an indif- 
ferent man or a man not worthy of the 
job. 

If he is worthy of the job we must give 
him responsibilities, we must repose some 
faith and confidence in him, but to hob- 
ble the Commission this way I think 
would be most ill-advised, namely to re- 
quire a majority of the 50 members in 
order to have the Commission function 
and that they are to meet at least twice 
a month. It may be necessary to meet 
more than twice a month. I therefore 
hope that the amendment will not pre- 
vail. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CELLER. I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, first, 
as far as the Director is concerned, let 
me state my amendment states this: 

The Commission may delegate such powers 
and duties to the Director (with the power 
to redelegate) as necessary for the day-to-day 
efficient operation and management of the 
Commission staff. 


The Members have all read the series 
of articles that appeared in the Post. 
They all know about the hanky-panky 
that was taking place in the Commission 
under the Executive committee. When 
we say we have got to have confidence 
in them, then I say to the Members that 
unless we adopt this amendment before 
this investigation can be completed we 
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are going to have a few more things to 
face up to that we certainly would want 


' to avoid. 


Mr. CELLER. I think the fact that we 
are considering this bill will have the ef- 
fect of cleaning up the Augean stable. I 
am quite sure that the Director and oth- 
ers under him have taken heed already 
and they are probably amending their 
ways. As I said, if they are found to be 
derelict, oust them, but let us wait until 
the investigation has been completed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. We cannot can the 
Commissioners who are appointed by the 
President or designated by law. All I say 
to the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
CELLER) is that we just cannot can them. 
We are all ashamed of what has hap- 
pened under the present ARBC setup 
which is going to continue until January. 
In the meantime it is not a superhuman 
burden for the Commission to meet twice 
monthly. 

Mr. CELLER. This is what I say. We 
would be hobbling and impeding them in 
the work of the Commission. The work 
of the Commission is important. I do not 
want to stop the work of this Commis- 
sion. I do not think the gentleman does 
either. It is extremely important to the 
Nation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But I want the Com- 
mission to run the affairs of the Com- 
mission. 

Mr. SMITH of New York. Mr. Chair- 
man, I rise in opposition to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, I can understand the 
concern of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania who is a member of the Commis- 
sion, but I must say that the gentleman’s 
amendment would make the work of the 
Commission impossible as a practical 
matter. His amendment says: ; 

All decisions shall be made by the full 
Commission, including those proposals from 
Advisory Committees or Panels and any Ex- 
ecutive Committee—The Commission shall 
meet at least bi-monthly— 


And so on. 

Mr. Chairman, these are all matters 
that should be developed by the rules of 
the Commission. The Commission can 
set its own rules. It can create an execu- 
tive committee if it wishes to, which it 
has already done. The Commission can 
say what powers and duties the executive 
committee can have, or whether it shall 
have no power. But if the gentleman’s 
amendment is adopted it would require 
all decisions be made by the full Com- 
mission. The Commission itself has al- 
ready voted at its September meeting to 
have bimonthly meetings. It is the Com- 
mission’s duty as an internal matter to 
set forth in what manner the Commis- 
sion shall work, whether this executive 
committee is to have power, and if there 
is-an executive committee how much 
power it shall have. This should not be 
frozen into the law but should be a mat- 
ter of the Commission’s own internal reg- 
ulations made by its own rules, which it 
may do at any regular meeting of the 
Commission. 

I hope Mr. Chairman, that the Mem- 
bers will reject this amendment because 
it will make the day-to-day work of this 
Commission almost impossible to carry 
out. a 
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Mr. ROUSSELOT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH of New York. I yield to the 
gentleman from WTJalifornia. 

Mr. ROUSSELOT. Mr. Chairman, is it 
not true that most of the people on this 
Commission were either appointed by 
the President or have been involved 
because they have an important contri- 
bution to make, and would it not be cor- 
rect to make sure that these people par- 
ticipate in the decisionmaking machin- 
ery of this activity since they represent 
all 50 States? 

Mr. SMITH of New York. The Com- 
mission has voted at its September meet- 
ing that all policy decisions will be made 
by the full Commission. 

Mr. ROUSSELOT. But still I do not 
see how the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania does damage to 
that concept. I think it encourages full 
participation. Is that not what we are 
trying to achieve with this Commission, 
full participation? Are we not trying to 
achieve full participation by all Commis- 
sion members? Is that not true? 

Mr. SMITH of New York. I would say 
to the gentleman that if I remember 
correctly the gentleman said a majority 
of this Commission lives within 100 miles 
of Washington, D.C. 

Mr. ROUSSELOT. All right, so that is 
even more reason why they should be 
allowed to participate in the decision- 
making. 

Mr. SMITH of New York. My point is 
that these people do now participate in 
decisionmaking to the full extent of their 
desire. 

Mr. ROUSSELOT. That 
amendment of the gentleman 
Pennsylvania does. 

Mr. SMITH of New York. But the Com- 
mission itself can set its own rules, its 
own regulations of its executive commit- 
tee and whether it shall have an execu- 
tive committee. That is part of its own 
internal decisions. What I am saying is 
that the Commission, no more than a 
corporation’s full board of directors, 
should be required to make every deci- 
sion if they do not want to do so by their 
own rules. This is what the gentleman’s 
amendment does. 

Mr. ROUSSELOT. But, these 50 peo- 
ple were appointed either by the Presi- 
Gent and/or other representative groups. 
The Speaker of the House has appointed 
four of our Members. I think if we can 
be assured by this amendment that we 
have brought participation imput into 
this very important event in our history, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
offered a very wise amendment. 

If the gentleman from New York does 
say that there should be full participa- 
tion, that is what the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania does. 

Mr..SMITH of New York. Well, if the 
gentleman will pardon me, I must say 
that the Commission mow can fully par- 
ticipate. 

Mr. ROUSSELOT. Except that this 
executive committee has evidently been 
making a lot of decisions that have not 
taken into consideration the thinking 
of the full Commission. 

Mr. SMITH of New York. The execu- 
tive committee is a creature of the full 


is all the 
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Commission and consists of Commis- 
sioners. 

Mr. ROUSSELOT. I understand that. 
That is the point the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is making. They have not 
been consulting the full Commission. 

Mr. SMITH of New York. Well, this is 
a matter for the full Commission to de- 
termine by their own rules. 

Mr. ROUSSELOT. I think ii is a mat- 
ter for this House right now to insure 
that the full Commission has its right 
of complete participation protected and 
that it is not being done from somebody's 
hip pocket. 

Mr. SMITH of New York. I must say 
the full Commission does have ful par- 
ticipation. I woud hope it is not in some- 
body’s hip pocket: It should make its 
own recommendations and its own rules. 

Mr. ROUSSELOT. That is exactly the 
point the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is making. He is a member of that Com- 
mission. This House should support the 
Williams amendment. 

(Mr. ROUSSELOT asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. SCHERLE. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

I yield to my colleague from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. WILLIAMS). 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, let 
me say this: What my amendment said 
is that the Commission shall meet at 
least bimonthly, and special meetings 
of the Commission may be called by the 
Chairman; that a quorum for the Com- 
mission shall be one-half the number 
of Commissioners, plus one. The fact of 
the matter is, as I have stated before, we 
do have some Commissioners who are 
interested only in the prestige or the title. 

Mr. SMITH was quite wrong -when he 

indicated that the full Commission would 
have to be present in order for the Com- 
mission to make a decision. A quorum is 
only one-half the total number of Mem- 
bers on the Commission at any given 
time, plus one. 
' I can tell you that I watched this op- 
eration from the time I was appointed by 
the Speaker of this House on September 
16, 1971. 

I tried to get them to change their 
method of operation. I talked to other 
congressional members, and when this 
whole thing broke in the newspaper; 
when magazines all over this country 
were carrying articles highiy detrimental 
to the ARBC, one congressional member 
said to me, “You saw this coming, did 
you not,” and I said, “Yes, why do you 
think I have been talking to you?” 

Mr. Chairman, I say we are just going 
to leave things to the Commission to 
operate, we are going to continue in the 
same morass we had before. To put this 
in the law that the Commission will make 
the decisions and a quorum is one more 
than one-half of the Commission simply 
assures us of full participation. 

I can tell you, the congressional mem- 
bers of this ARBC, plus many of the 
representatives from the public sector, 
did not know some of the things that 
have’ been done by the executive com- 
mittee until they read them in the news- 
papers. 
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I believe this is a deplorable situation 
which can only be corrected by my 
amendment. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. SCHWENGEL.. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the requisite number of 
words. ke 

Mr. Chairman and Members of the 
House, I have listened avidly to the dis- 
cussion. All the Members heard my com- 
ments previously. Since the question was 
originally on the floor, and we defeated 
it under a suspension of the rules, I have 
on numerous occasions put matters in 
the Recorp which reflect on what I think 
is wrong. One of the things wrong with 
this Commission is its leadership. 

I served on the Centennial Commission 
for the Civil War. There was not any 
need for this kind of a rule then, because 
we had regular meetings and people 
came. We had meetings at places where 
people could come. We also left the Com- 
mission with the impression that they 
were important and we wanted to hear 
them. This made a difference. 

The present Bicentennial Commission 
leadership has not acted like they wanted 
the Commission membership counsel. 
We will not ruin the Commission if we 
accept this amendment. We will assure 
some participation, and we will let these 
people know they are wanted and needed. 

I rise in support of the amendment. 

Later I will have some comments to 
make on other things I believe are wrong 
that need to be considered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for his support. 

Let me also tell the members of the 
committee that it was not until the last 
meeting of the Commission that the pub- 
lic or the press were even allowed to 
attend. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. WILLIAMS). 

The question was taken; and on a div- 
ision (demanded by Mr. CELLER) there 
were—ayes 31, noes 23. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words. 

(Mr. PICKLE asked and was given per- 
mission to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. PICKLE. Mr. Chairman, Iam glad 
the committee has seen fit to offer the 
three amendments previously considered, 
because I believe they make this a more 
acceptable bill. I believe this will better 
suit the ‘Members of the House. 

We all know the difficulties the Com- 
mission has had. I should like to pass on 
one additional thought, that the Com- 
mission 
policies of a national nature and not try 
to tell the States specifically what kind 
of a project they ought to have. 

If the Commission did that and set 
about -to dedicate itself to establishing 
the kind of principles and policies that 
will make 1976 a great year, I think the 
States would and will join hands. The 
States want leadership, but I de not 
think the States want to be told exactly 
what kind of projects they ought to have. 

I think surely that is the understand- 
ing we ought to emphasize. I think, as it 


should attempt to establish 
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has been suggested, we should give more 
encouragement to the States to estab- 
lish and advance their own projects. 

I think my State is as advanced as any 
of the 50 States in trying to project good 
programs, and if the Commission would 
just establish the policies and let the 
States establish their own programs, I 
think it will be a great year we can look 
forward to in 1976. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. PICKLE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to say to the gentleman that 
the ARBC has been encouraging each 
and every State to set up its own Amer- 
ican Revolutionary Bicentennial Com- 
mission. Most of the States have set up 
their own ARBC’s. A few of the States 
have delegated the responsibility to ex- 
isting ARBC’s, and this is why I spoke 
about the additional funding of the 
States, the funding of their own ARBC’s, 

I would also hope that when the total 
figure becomes known as to how much 
each State is going to expend in properly 
celebrating our 200th birthday, the Fed- 
eral Government will pick up a share of 
the State’s cost. In the meantime, I can 
assure the gentleman that every State is 
being encouraged to select the way it 
wants to celebrate the exposition in that 
State, and the ARBC on the Federal! level 
is not interfering with that function 
whatsoever. 

Mr. PICKLE. I appreciate the gentle- 
mans’ remarks, and I hope that is the 
policy and that it will be maintained. 

Mr. SCHWENGEL. I move to strike out 
the last word. 

(Mr. SCHWENGEL asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. SCHWENGEL. First, I would like 
to ask the chairman of the subcommittee 
a question for clarification. 

First, what we are doing here is au- 
thorizing the Commission a new life 
until February 15; is that right? 

Mr. DONOHUE. That is right. , 

Mr. SCHWENGEL. Second, we heve 
made some corrections and improve- 
ments with some amendments, and with 
those the Commission can function until 
that time. 


Let me repeat an earlier question: 
When we have testimony on this before 
the committee, will it be possible to con- 
sider amendments to the basic law? 


Mr.. DONOHUE. That is always our 
system, that it is permissible to submit 
2 bill amending any existing law. 


Mr. SCHWENGEL. Also at the time 
you have amended it, you have the GAO 
report and the other studies by the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. DONOHUE. That is right. And 
the Congress will have the benefit of 
their reports and their studies and their 
recommendations. 


Mr. SCHWENGEL. Mr. Chairman, as 
the gentleman knows, I have visited with 
eminent and ranking Members on his 
side, and a number of people who are 
very prominent historians of the coun- 
try. They have been aware and have 
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shown ‘great concern about what this 
Commission is doing and not doing. 

Therefore, can the chairman give me 
some assurance that we will have the ear 
of the staff in counseling them on their 
own studies and can they have an op- 
portunity to make suggestions? 

Mr. DONOHUE. Well, as the chairman 
of the full committee pointed out, he has 
designated members of his staff to con- 
- duct a study of the activities and the 
funding and the operations of the com- 
mittee. Along with that, we have com- 
mittee studies, and the GAO is also con- 
ducting a study. 

Now, reports will be made to the full 
Judiciary Committee, and they un- 
Goubtedly will be referred to our sub- 


committee, at which time we will review - 


and examine the findings and the rec- 
ommendations of the two study groups, 
and we will be most willing to hear from 
any Member who wishes to submit any 
- additional recommendations. 

Mr. SCHWENGEL. I thank the gentle- 
man for that assurance. 

One further question: There is in this 
- country an organization called the Amer- 
ican Association of State and Local His- 
tories. It has 5,000 organizatiou members, 
and it is a rather prestigious organiza- 
tion. 

Would it be possible the head of that 
organization, Mr. William Alderson, to 
appear before the committee? He has 
some ideas and some concepts that are 
very worthwhile. And he has not been 
able to get the ear of the Commission or 
of the staff of the Commission up to 
now. Would he have a chance to come 
' before this committee to offer sugges- 
tions and make comments and answer 
questions for the committee? 

Mr. DONOHUE. The members of the 
Committee on the Judiciary are most 
willing and very happy to receive con- 
structive suggestions that would enable 
them to improve the existing law and the 
conditions that may be associated with 
the commission. f 

Mr. SCHWENGEL. I thank the gentie- 
man for these assurances. I wanted it for 
the Recorp so that those who have an 
interest in this matter across the country 
can be assured that they will have the 
ear of the committee when the time 
comes for them to be heard. 

I asked the questions also because I 
had planned to offer amendments, but 
with these assurances I will not offer 
them. 

The amendment that I have would 
make this Commission’s operation some- 
what similar to previous Commissions set 
up by this Congress. Specifically, the 
Commission would elect its own chairman 
and vice chairman. This is a very impor- 
tant distinction that we should give con- 
Sideration to. 

Mr. Chairman, a further comment 
would indicate an additional reason for 
my unhappiness with the Bicentennial 
Commission is the fact that they have 
not laid out a program of publications 
. by competent writers and historians who, 
from this vantage point 200 years later, 
could make a magnificent contribution 
that would help us all to better under- 
stand and appreciate some of the early 
hard beginnings of our Nation. A fine 
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example was recently written by Miss 
Bowen entitled, ‘““The Miracle at Phila- 
delphia.” 

Mr. Chairman, during the centennial 
of the Civil War time, the Civil War 
Centennial Commission, at the sugges- 
tion of Al Nevins, its chairman, com- 
missioned some 15 different authors to 
write a series of books called, “Impact 
Series.” These stand out as a great ex- 
ample of what can be done and, in this 
instance, certainly should be done. 

I am unhappy also because the Com- 
mission has done little or nothing to 
help guide a proper study and commem- 
oration in our public schools. It has not 
sought to harness the talents of great 
private organizations who would be glad, 
with help and encouragement, to do 2 
series of stories about the Revolution 
on the radio that could have a great im- 
pact. These programs could later be put 
in a book comparable to a book pub- 
lished in 1956 entitled, “The American 
Story,” authored by some 56 different 
authors, under such titles as “The Age 
of Exploration,” “Toward the Setting 
Sun,” “William Penn, Founder of Colo- 
nies,” “The Father of the Yankees,” and 
“The Voice of Northern Industrialism: 
Benjamin Franklin.” All of these were 
authored by great writers and students. 

Mr. Chairman, there is a great need 
for the Congress to take a very serious 
look at what the Commission has failed 
to do and to seek the help and counsel 
of important people to redirect its ac- 
tivities and help us in the proper way to 
more adequately, fully, and dramatically 
commemorate the 200th birthday of the 
Declaration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the 
Committee rises. ; 

Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. Hoti- 
FIELD) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
GONZALEZ, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union, reported that that Committee 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H.R. 13694) to amend the joint reso- 
lution establishing the American Revolu- 
tion Bicentennial Commission, as arnend- 
ed, pursuant to House Resolution 1081, he 
reported the bill back to the House with 
sundry amendments adopted by the 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the 
rule, the previous question is ordered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment? 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I demand 
a separate vote on the so-called Williams 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a sep- 
arate vote demanded on any other 
amendment? If not, the Chair will put 
them en gros. 

_ The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk 


> will report the amendment on which a 


separate vote has been demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, immediately after line 22, add the 
following new section: 

Sec. 5. Section 6(b) (3) is amended to read 
as follows: 

“(3) All decisions shall be made by the full 
Commission, including those proposals from 
Advisory Committees or Panels and any Ex- 
ecutive Committee. However, the Commission 
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may delegate such powers and duties to the 
Director (with the power to redelegate) as 
necessary for the day-to-day, efficient opera- 
tion and management of the Commission 
staff. The Commission shall meet at least 
bi-monthly, and special meetings of the 
Commission may be~called by the Chairman, 
and a quorum for the Commission shall be 
one more than half the number of Com- 
missioners.” 


Mr. SMITH of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
that was not the amendment that we 
had before us here that was just ready 
by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair is informed that is the amendment 
that was read and adopted. 

The Clerk will rereport the amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk reread the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment. ; 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I object 
to the vote on the ground that a quo- 
rum is not present and make the point 
of order that a quorum is not present. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 


Mr. GERALD R. FORD. Mr. Speaker, 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman will state his parliamentary in- 
quiry. : 

Mr. GERALD R. FORD. Mr. Speaker, 
I believe that the request of the gentle- 
man. from Pennsylvania, (Mr... WItL- 
LIAMS), for a rolicall vote comes too late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will state that the Chair had an- 
nounced his opinion of the vote, but had 
not proceeded to the next question. 

Does the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania insist upon his point of order that 
a quorum is not present and object to 
the vote on the ground that a quorum is 
not present? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do, Mr. Sneaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evidently 
a@ quorum is not present. 

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab- 
sent Members, and the Clerk will call 
the roil. 

The question was taken; and there 
were—yeas 145, nays 182, not voting 103, 
as follows: 

[Roll No. 390] 


YEAS—145 

Abbitt Collins, Tex. Hall 
Abernethy Conover Hamilton 
Alexander Coughlin Hansen, Wash. 
Anderson, Crane Hays 

Calif. Daniel, Va. Hechler, W. Va. 
Anderson, Daniels, N.J. Heckler, Mass. 

Tenn. Davis, Ga. Helstoski 
Andrews, Ala. Dent Henderson 
Annunzio Devine Hicks, Wash. 
Archer Dickinson Hogan 
Ashbrook Diggs Hull 
Ashley Dingell Ichord 
Aspinall Downing Jacobs 
Barrett Eilberg Jarman 
Begich Evins, Tenn. Johnson, Pa. 
Biester Fisher Jones, Ala. 
Blatnik Piynt Karth 
Brinkley Ford, Kee 
Burke, Fla. William D. King 
Burke, Mass. Fraser Landrum 
Burleson, Tex. Gaydos Leggett 
Byrne, Pa. Goldwater Link 
Byron Goodling Long, La. 
Casey, Tex. Grasso McClure 
Chappell Green, Pa. McCormack 
Clancy Griffin McDade 
Clawson, Del Haley McEwen . 
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McFall 
Mahon 
Mathis, Ga. 
Meeds 
Miller, Ohio 
Mills, Ark. 
Minish 
Mink 
Mizell 
Montgomery 
Moorhead 
Morgan 
Moss 
Natcher 
Nedzi 

Nix 
“Obey 
O'Hara 
Poage 
Podell 
Railsback 
Randall 
Reuss 


Adams 
Addabbo 


Anderson, Ill. 


Andrews, 
N. Dak. 
Arends 
Badiilo 
Baker 
Belcher 
Bennett 
Bergland 
Biaggi 
Bingham 
Blackburn 
Boggs 
land 
Bolling 
Bow 
Brasco 
Bray_ 
Brooks 
Broom field 
Brotzman 
Brown, Ohio 


Broyhill, N.C. 


Broyhill, Va. 
Burlison, Mo. 
Burton 
Camp 
Carey, N.Y. 
Carney 
Carter 
Cederberg 
Celler 
Chamberlain 
Chisholm 
Ciausen, 
Don H. 
Cleveland 
Collier 
Collins, Il. 
Colmer 
Conable 
Corman 
Cotter 
Culver 
Danielson 
Davis, Wis. 
de la Garza 
Delaney 
Dellums 
Dennis 
Donohue 
Drinan 
Dulski 
Duncan 
Eckhardt 
Esch 
Fascell 
Findley 
Fish 
Flood 
Foley 


Abourezk 
Abzug 
Aspin 
Barings 
Beli 
Betts 
Bevill 
Blanton 
Brademas 


Brown, Mich. 


Buchanan 
Byrnes, Wis. 
Cabell 
Caffery 


Riegle 
Roberts 
Robinson, Va. 
Roe 
Rooney, Pa. 
Roush 
Rousselot 
Roybal 
Runnels 
Ruth 

St Germain 
Satterfield 
Scherle 
Schneebeli 
Schwengel 


‘Sebelius 


Slack 
Smith, Calif. 
Smith, Iowa 
Snyder 
Spence 
Steed 
Steiger, Ariz. 


NAYS—182 


Ford, Gerald R. 
Forsythe 
Fountain 
Frelinghuysen 
Frenzel 
Fuqua 
Garmatz 
Giaimo 
Gonzalez 
Gross 
Grover 
Gubser 
Gude 
Halpern 
Hanley 
Hansen, Idaho 
Harrington 
Harsha 
Heinz 
Hicks, Mass. 
Hillis 
Holifield 
Horton 
Hungate 
Hutchinson 
Johnson, Calif. 
Kastenmeier 
Kazen 
Keating 
Keith 
Kemp 
Kluczynski 
Koch 
Kyl 
Kyros 
Landgrebe 
Latta 
Lent 
Lloyd 
Long, Md. 
McCloskey 
McCollister 
McKevitt 
Macdonald, 
Mass. 
Madden 
Mailliard 
Mallary 
Mann. 
Martin 
Mathias, Calif. 
Matsunaga 
Mayne 
Mazzoli 
Melcher 
Metcalfe 
Michel 
Mills, Md. 
Minshall 
Mollohan 
Mosher 
Myers 
Nelsen 


Carlson 
Clark 

Clay 

Conte 
Conyers 
Curlin 
Davis, S.C. 
Dellenback 
Denholm 
Derwinski 
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Stephens 
Stubblefield 
Stuckey 
Teague, Tex. 
Thompson, Ga. 
Thompson, N.J. 
Tiernan 

Van Deerlin 
Vanik 
Veysey 
Wampler 
Ware 
Whalley 
Whitehurst 
Whitten 
Williams 
Wydler 
Yatron 
Young, Tex. + 
Zablocki 
Zion 


O’Konski 
O’Neill 
Pelly 
Perkins 
Pettis 
Pickle 
Pike 
Powell 
Preyer. N.C. 
Price, Ill. 
Quie 
Quillen 
Rangel 
Rarick 
Rees 
Reid 
Rodino 
Rogers 
Roncalio 
Rosenthal 
Rostenkowski 
Roy 
Ruppe 
Sandman 
Sarbanes 
Seiberling 
Shipley 
Shoup 
Sikes 
Skubitz 
Smith, N.Y. 
Springer 
Staggers 
Stanton, 

J. William 
Stanton, 

James V. 
Steele 
Steiger, Wis. 
Stratton 
Sullivan 
Symington 
Taylor 
Teague, Calif. 
Terry 
Thomson, Wis. 
Thone 
Udall 
Vander Jagt 
Vigorito 
Waggonner 
Whalen 
White 
Widnall 
Wilson, Bob 
Wolf 
Wyatt 
Wylie 
Wyman 
Young, Fla. 
Zwach 


NOT VOTING—103 


Dwyer 
Edmondson 
Edwards, Ala. 
Edwards, Calif. 
Erlenborn 
Eshleman 
Evans, Colo. 
Flowers 

Frey 

Fulton 
Galifianakis 
Gailagher 
Gettys 
Gibbons 


Gray 


Green, Orez. 


Griffiths 
Hagan 
Hammer- 
schmidt 
Hanna 
Harvey 
Hastings 
Hathaway 
Hawkins 
Hébert 
Hosmer 
Howard 
Hunt 
Jonas 
Jones, N.C. 


Jones, Tenn. 


Kuykendall 
Lennon 
Lujan 
McClory 


McCulloch 
McDonald, 
Mich. 
McKay 
McKinney 
McMillan 
Mikva 
Miller, Calif. 
Mitchell F 
Monagan 
Murphy, Il. 


Murphy, N.Y. 


Nichols 
Passman 
Patman 
Patten 
Pepper 
Peyser 
Pirnie 
Price, Tex. 
Pryor, Ark. 
Pucinski 


Purcell 

Rhodes 

Robison, N.Y. 

Rooney, N.Y. 

Saylor 

Scheuer 

Schmitz 

Scott 

Shriver 

Sisk 

Stokes +e 

Talcott 

Uliman 

Waldie 

Wiggins 

Wilson, 
Charles H. 

Winn 

Wright 

Yates 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk announced the followin 


pairs: 


Ss 


Mr. Rooney of New York with Mr. Rhodes. 
Mr. Hébert with Mr. Robison of New York. 
Mr. Denholm with Mr. Peyser. 

Mr. Fulton with Mr. Buchanan. 

Mr. Gray with Mr. Erlenborn. 

Mrs. Green of Oregon with Mr. Eshleman. 


Mr. Nichols with Mr. Jonas. 

Bevill with Mr. Schmitz. 

Brademas with Mr. Derwinski. 
Passman with Mr. Betts. 

Caffery with Mr. Dellenback. 

Cabell with Mr. Brown of Michigan. 
Jones of Tennessee with Mr. Kuyken- 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
- Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
dall. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Sisk with Mr. Talcott. 

Charles H. Wilson with Mr. Bell. 
Yates with Mr. Conte. 

Mikva with Mr. Harvey. 

Clark with Mr. Saylor. 

Howard with Mr. du Pont. 

Hawkins with Mr. Baring. 

Stokes with Mr. Scheuer. 

Murphy of Illinois with Mr. McKinney. 
Mr. Patten with Mr. Hunt. 


Mr. Edwards of California with Mr. Byrnes 


of Wisconsin. 


Mr. Murphy of New York with Mr. Hastings. 
Mr. Jones of North Carolina with Mr. Mc- 
Donald of Michigan. 
Mr. Hanna with Mr. Hosmer. 
Mr. Abourezk with Mrs. Abzug. 


Mr. Ullman with Mr. Clay. 


Mr. Waldie with Mr. Mitchell. 
Mr. Dow with Mr. Pirnie. 
Mr. Davis of South Carolina with Mr. Scott. 
Mr. Evans of Colorado with Mr. Winn. 
Mr. Purcell with Mr. Price of Texas. 


Mr. Gettys with Mr. Shriver. 
Mr. Gibbons with Mr. Frey. 


Mr. Lennon with Mr. Edwards of Alabama. 


Mr. 


Wright with Mr. Hammerschmidt. 
Mr. Aspin with Mr. Lujan. 


Mr. McKay with Mr. McClory. 


Mr. 


Edmondson with Mr. Patman. 


Mr. Galifianakis with Mr. Conyers. 

Mr. Miller of California with Mr. Wiggins. 
Mr. Blanton with Mr. McCulloch. 

Mr. Flowers with Mr. Carlson. 

Mrs. Griffiths with Mrs. Dwyer. 

Mr. Pucinski with Mr. Dorn. 

Mr. Pepper with Mr. Hogan. 

Mr. Pryor of Arkansas with Mr. McMillan. 
Mr. Hathaway with Mr. Curlin. 

Mr. Gallagher with Mr. Dowdy. 


Messrs. ROONEY of Pennsylvania and 
RUNNELS changed their votes from 
“nay” to “yea.” od 


Messrs. 


SPRINGER and SHOUP 


changed their votes from “yea” to “nay.” 
The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the 
engrossment and third reading of the 


bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 


third time. 


september 25, 19/4 


and read a third time and was read the 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the 
passage of the will. 


The question was taken; 


and the 


Speaker announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. VAN DEERLIN. Mr. Speaker, I 
object to the vote on the ground that a 
quorum is not present and make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 


present. 


The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum is 


not present. 


The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab- 
sent Members, and the Clerk will call 


the roll: 


The question was taken; and there 


as follows: 


Abbitt 
Abernethy 
Adams 
Addabbo 
Alexander 
Anderson, Il. 
Anderson, 

Tenn. 
Andrews, Ala. 
Andrews, 

N. Dak. 
Annunzio 
Archer 
Arends 
Ashbrook 
Ashley 
Aspinall 
Baker 
Barrett 
Begich 
Belcher 
Bennett 
Bergland 
Biaggi 
Biester 
Bingham 
Blackburn - 
Blatnik 
Boggs 
Botand 
Bolling 
Bow 
Brasco 
Bray 
Brinkley 
Brooks 
Broomfield 
Brotzman 
Brown, Mich. 
Brown, Ohio 
Broyhill, N.C. 
Broyhill, Va. 
Burke, Fla. 
Burke, Mass. 


Burleson, Tex. 


Burlison, Mo. 
Burton 
Byrne, Pa. 
Byron 
Camp 
Carey, N.Y. 
Carney 
Carter 
Casey, Tex. 
Cederberg 
Celler 
Chamberlain 
Chappell 
Clancy 
Clausen, 
Don H. 
Clawson, Del 
Cleveland 
Collier 
Collins, Tex. 
Colmer 
Conable 
Conover 
Corman 
Cotter 
Coughlin 
Crane 
Culver 
Daniel, Va. 
Daniels, N.J. 


[Roll No. 391] 


YEAS—300 


Danielson 
Davis, Ga. 
Davis, Wis. 
de la Garza 
Delaney 
Dellums 
Dennis 
Dent 
Devine 
Dickinson 
Dingell 
Donohue 
Downing 
Drinan 
Dulski 
Duncan 
Esch 
Evins, Tenn. 
Findley 
Fish 
Fisher 
Flood 
Flynt 
Foley 
Ford, Gerald R. 
Forsythe 
Fountain 
Fraser 
Frenzel 
Fuqua 
Garmatz 
Gaydos 
Giaimo 
Gonzalez 
Goodling 
Green, Pa. 
Griffin 

Gross 

Grover 
Gubser 

Gude 

Haley 

Hall 

Halpern 
Hamilton 
Hanley 
Hansen, Idaho 
Hansen, Wash. 
Harrington 
Harsha 

Hays 

Heinz 
Helstoski 
Henderson 
Hicks, Mass. 
Hicks, Wash. 
Hillis 

Hogan 
Holifield 
Horton 
Howard 

Hull 
Hutchinson 
Ichord 
Jacobez 
Jarman 
Johnson, Calif. 
Johnson, Pa. 
Jones, Ala. 
Karth 
Kastenmeier 
Kazen 
Keating 

Kee 

Keith = 


“were—yeas 300, nays 19, not voting 111, 


Kemp 
King 
Kluczynski - 
Koch 
Kyl 
Kyros 
Landgrebe 
Landrum 
Latta 
Lent 
Link 
Lloyd 
Long, Md. 
McCloskey 
McClure 
McCollister 
McCormack 
McDade 
McEwen 
McFall 
McKevitt 
Macdonald, 
Mass. 
Madden 
Mahon 
Mailliard 
Mallary 
Mann 
Martin 
Mathias, Calif. 
Mathis, Ga. 
Matsunaga 
Mayne 
Meeds 
Melcher 
Metcalfe 
Michel 
Miller, Calif. 
Mills, Ark. 
Mills, Md. 
Minish 
Mink 
Minshaill 
Mizell 
Mollohan 
Montgomery 
Moorhead 
Morgan 
Mosher 
Moss 
Myers 
Natcher 
Nedzi 
Nelsen 
Nix 
Obey 
O'Neill 
Pelly 
Perkins 
Pettis 
Pickle 
Pike 
Poage 
Podeill 
Powell 
Preyer, N.C. 
Price, Il. 
Quie 
Quillen 
Railsback 
Randall 
Rarick 
Reid 
Reuss 


Roberts 
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Robinson, V2. 


Smith, Calif. 


So the bill was passed. 
The Clerk announced 


pairs: 


On this vote: 
Mr. Gray for, with Mr. Charles H. Wilson 


against. 


Ullman 
Vander Jagt 
Vanik 
Veysev 
Vigorito 
Waggonner 
Wampler 
Wure 
Whalen 
Whaley 
White 
Whitenurst 
Whitten 

Ww idn ail 


Wiison, Bob 
Wolf 
Wratt 
Wydler 
Wylie 
Wyman 
Yatron 
Young, Fla. 
Young, Tex. 
Zak loci 
Zion 
Zwach 


. Riegle 


Roybal 
Seiberling 
Steiger, Ariz. 
Sullivan 
Van Deerlin 


Mikva 
Mitchell 
Monagan 
Murphy, 11. 
Murpny, N.Y. 
Nichols 
Passman 
Patman 
Patten 
Pepper 
Peyser 
Pirnie 
Price, Tex. 
Pryor, Ark. 
Pucinski 
Purceil 
Rees 
Rhodes 
Robison, N.Y. 
Rooney, N.Y. 
Saylor 
Scheuer 
Schmitz 
Scott 
Shriver 
Sisk 
Stokes 
Stratton 
Talcott 
Teague, Tex. 
Waldie 
Wiggins 
Wilson, 
Charles H. 
Winn- 
Wright 
Yates 


Rodino Smith, lowa 
Roe Smith. N.Y. 
Rogers Snyder 
Roncalio Spence 
Rooney, Pa. Springer 
Rosenthal Staggers 
Rostenkowski Stanton, 
Roush J. William 
Rousselot Stanton, 
Roy James V. 
Runneis Steed 
Ruppe Steele 
Ruth Steiger, Wis. 
St Germiain Stephens 
Sandman Stubbiefiela 
Sarbanes Stuckey 
Satterfield Symington 
Scherle Taylor 
Schneebeti Teague, Calif. 
Schwengel Terry ‘ 
Sebelius Thompson, Ga. 
Shipley Thompson, N.J. 
Shoup Thomson, Wis. 
Sikes Thone 
Skubitz Tiernan 
Slack Udall 
NAYS—19 

Anderson, Hechler, W. Va 

Calif. Hungate 
Badillo Leggett 
Chisholm Miller, Ohio 
Collins, fl. O’Hara 
Eckhardt O’Xonski 
Eilberg Rangel 

NOT VOTING—i11 
Abourezk Frelinghuysen 
Abzug Frey 
Aspin Fulton 
Baring Galifianakis 
Bell Gallagher 
Betts Gettys 
Bevill Gibbons 
Blanton Goldwater 
Brademas Grasso 
Buchanan Gray 
Byrnes, Wis. Green, Oreg. 
Cabeil Griffiths 
Caffery Hazan 
Carison Hammer- 
Clark schmidt 
Clay Hanna 
Conte Harvey 
Conyers Hastings 
Curlin Hathaway 
_ Davis, 8.C. Hawkins 

Dellenback Hébert 
Denholm Heckler, Mass. 
Derwinski Hosmer 
Diggs Hunt 
Dorn Jonas 
Dow Jones, N.C. 
Dowdy Jones, Tenn. 
du Pont Kuykendall 
Dwyer Lennon 
Edmondson Long, La. 
Edwards, Ala. Lujan 
Edwards, Calif. McClory 
Erlenborn McCulloch 
Eshleman McDonald, 
Evans, Colo. Mich. 
Fascell McKay 
Flowers McKinney 
Ford, MeMillan 

William D. Mazzoli 


the following 


Mr. Murphy of Illinois for, with Mr. Con- 


yers against. 


Mr. Hébert for, with Mr. Mitchell against. 
Mr. Denholm for, with Mrs. Abzug against. 
Mr. Rooney of New York for, with- Mr. 


Clay against. 


Mr. Fulton for, with Mr.S 


Until further notice: 
Mr. Bevill with Mr. Bets. 


Mr. Nichols with Mr. Betts. 


tokes against. 


Mr: Murphy of New York with Mr. Hast- 


ings. 


Mr. Mezzoli with M-. Conte. 

Mr. Teague of Texas with Mr. Rhodes. 
Mr. Stratton with Mr. Pirnie. 

Mr. Sisk with Mr, Talcott. 


Mr. Gettys with Mr. Jonas. 

Mrs. Green of Oregon with Mr. 
New York. 

Mr. Flowers with Mr. Edwards of Alabama. 

Mr. Fascell with Mr. Shriver. 

Mr. Brademuas with Mr. McClory. 

Mr. Hawkins with Mr. Scheuer. 

Mr. Waldie with Mr. Diggs. 

Mr. Jones of North Carolina with Mr. 
Dellenback. 

Mr. Yates with Mr. Hosmer. 

Mr. Hanna with Mr. Goldwater. 

Mr. Jones of Tennessee with Mr. users 


Robison of 


, 


dall. 
Mr. Dayis of South Carolina with Mr. 
Eshleman. 


Mr. Dorn with Mr. Byrnes of Wisconsin. 


Mr. Edwards of California with Mr. 
McKinney. 

Mr, Evans of Coiorado with Mr. Wiggins. 

Mr. William D. Ford ‘with Mr. Freling- 
huysen. 

Mrs. Grasso with Mrs. Heckler of Massa- 
chusetts. 


Mr. Purceli with Mr. Price. 
Mrs. Griffiths with Mr. Lujan. 
Mr. Patten with Mr. Hunt. 
Mr. Pepper with Mr. McCulloch. 

Mr. Mikva with Mr. Derwinski. 

Mr. Lennon with Mr. Buchanan. 

Mr. Wright with Mr. Peyser. 

Mr. Cabell with Mr. Carison. 

Mr. Aspin with Mr. Scott. 

Mr. Clark with Mr. Saylor. 

Mr. Dow with Mr. McDonaid of Michigan. 
Mr. Gibbons with Mr. Frey. 

Mr. Baring with Mr. Gallagher. 

Mr. Hathaway with Mr. du Pont. 

Me. McKay with Mr. Harvey. 

Mr. Edmondson with Mr. Hammerschmidt. 
Mr. Hagan with Mr. Galifianakis. 

Mr. Rees with Mrs. Dwyer. 

Mr. Pucinski with Mr. Erlenborn. 

M:. Pryor of Arkansas with Mr. Winn. 

Mr. Passmen with Mr. Schmitz. 
Mr. Patman with Mr. McMillan. 
Mr. Caffery with Mr. Bianton. 
Mr. Curlin with Mr. Dowdy. 

Mr. Long of Louisiana with Mr. 


Mr. EVINS of Tennessee changed his 
vote from “nay” to “‘yea.’’ 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 


Abourezk. 


A motion to reconsider was laid on the 


table. 





GENERAL LEAVE 


7 

Mr. DONOGHUE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks on the 
bill H.R. 13694, on tne American Revo- 
lution Bicentennial Commission. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts? - 


There was no objection. 





CONFERENCE REPORT ON S. 2770, 
AMENDING FEDERAL WATER FOL- 
LUTION CONTROL ACT 


Mr. JONES of Alabama (on behalf of 
Mr. Buatnik) filed the following confer- 
ence report and statement on the bill 
(S. 2770) to amend the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act: 


CONFERENCE REPoRT (H. Rept. No. 92-1465) 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2770) 
to amend the Federal Water Pollution Con- 
trol Act, having met, after full and free con- 
ference, have agreed to recommend and do 
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recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the House and 
agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be 
inserted by the House amendment insert the 
following: fc 

That this Act may be cited as the “Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act Amendments 
of 1972”. 

Sec. 2. The Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act is amended to read as follows: 


“TITLE I—RESEARCH AND RELATED 
PROGRAMS 


“DECLARATION OF GOALS AND POLICY 


“Sec. 101. (a) The objective of this Act is 
to eee and maintain the chemical, physi- 
cal, and biological integrity of the Nation’s 
waters. In order to achieve this objective 
it is hereby declared that, consistent with 
the provisions of this Act— 

“(1) it is the national goal that the dis- 
charge of pollutants into the navigable wa- 
ters be eliminated by 1985; 

“(2) it is the national goal that wherever 
attainable, an interim goal of water quality 
which provides for the protection and propa- 
gation of fish, shellfish, and wildlife and 
provides for recreation in and on the water 
be achieved by July 1, 1983; 

“(3) it is the national policy that the dis- 
charge of toxic pollutants in toxic amounts 
be prohibited; 

(4) it is the national policy that Federal 
financial assistance be provided to construct 
publicly owned waste treatment works; 

“(5) it is the national policy that area- 
wide waste treatment management planning 
processes be developed and implemented to 
assure adequate control of sources of pol- 
lutants in each State; and 

“(6) it is the national policy that a major 
research and demonstration effort be made 
to develop technology necessary to elimi- 
nate the discharge of pollutants into the 
navigable waters. waters of the contiguous 
zone, and the oceans. 

“(b) It is the policy of the Congress to 
recognize, preserve, and protect the primary 
responsibilities and rights of States to pre- 
vent, reduce, and eliminate pollution, to 
plan the development and use {including 
restoration, preservation, and enhancement) 
of land and water resources, and to consult 
‘the Administrator in the exercise of his 
ithority under this Act. It is further the 








“policy of the Congress to support and aid 


research relating to the prevention, ae habe 
tion, and elimination of pollution, and to 
provide Federal technical services and finan- 
cil aid to State and interstate agencies and 
municipalities in connection with the pre- 
vention, reduction, and elimination of poil- 
lution. 

“(c) It is further the policy of Congress 
that the President, acting through the Sec- 
retary of State and such national and inter- 
national organizations as he determines ap- 
propriate, shall take such action as may be 
necessary to insure that to the fullest extent 
possible all foreign countries shall take 
meaningful action for the prevention, reduc- 
tion, and elimination of pollution in their 
water and in international waters and for the 
achievement of goals regarding the elimina- 
tion of discharge of pollutants and the im- 
provement of water quality to at least the 
same extent as tHe United States does under 
its laws. 

“(d) Except as otherwise expressly pro- 
vided in this Act, the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency (herein- 
after in this Act called ‘Administrator’) shall 
administer this Act. 

“(e) Public participation in the develop- 
ment, revision, and enforcement of any reg- 
ulation, standard, effluent limitation, plan, 
or program established by the Administrator 
or any State under this Act shall be pro- 
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Abandon- Abandon- 
ments ° ments 
State, Member, and district pending granted 
Minnesota: 
Ancher: Nels@nj2>s-2-20-~ coe nne nee 12.3 9.2 
Johin Zwactli; 62222226. 5 35 oe 159, 2 12.6 
Bob Bergland, 7 1105.76 0 
Jotin Blatnikfeses: 328-2. --e 0 2.04 
Albert Qdiesiee2 5. 2222. 2.24 8.99 0 
co) >| ber eeeen rene thoes Ae aeeeess J 135. 85 23. 84 
Mississippi: Jamie Whitten, 2....------ 16.89 0 
Missouri: 
BilliBurlison, 102.22 s22-2-Se--s 52 1109.29 23 
WOR ue 6 eee ee See 33. 39 it} 
Montana: 
Richard Shoup les oosss--ose see 0 28.99 
John Meichen 28.525 ee 43.75 23.1 
. Nebraska: Charles Thone, 1....-------- 56.9 0 
New Jersey: 
John Hunt, 1 0 4.02 
James Howard, 3._.------- 0 115.6 
Frank Thompson, Jr.3 4__- 0 2.66 
Peter Freylinghuysen, 5...-.--- 3.6 0 
Edwin Forsythe, 6........----------- 4.5 24.1 
New Mexico: 
Manvel Vujaned = <2 -ee-e 28 0 
Harold Runnels, 2:02. 2s0 =e 0 3.90 
New York: 
Hamilton Fishin282-- ce 2 eee 114.9 2.6 
James Hastings, 365-62. ee 151.5 Woe 
‘Samuel Stratton, 2025. sence saa 120.29 6.6 
Carleton King $30. 2-5 = 132.39 0 
Robert Mckwen;.3) 2 So es ya ye 0 
Sahn Lety ste aes eae 116.8 111 
Prank Horton. is6c- 52-6 ee 124.8 15.15 
Barber Conable, Jr.,36........--.--> 166.55 18.85 
Henry:P.Smitti 141: 40-02 2 es PG) 2 Va7 
Howard Robison, 33..-....---.-----2 467.5 0 
Alexander Pitnidsd2. =. 2-228 Se 9.5 0 
Sack Kemp; 99) 2s 22 cee coeeceacacees 0 Le 7d 
Thaddeus Dulski, 41..........--.--- 9 Ste | 
ata be earn ee eee ee 392. 34 29.15 
North Carolina: 
David: Henderson) 3-2. 22 2=2-cs ee 0 138.85 
AiiSA Lennon shee ee ee ee oO 138.85 
North Dakota: Mark Andrews, 1_-.----- 0 29.51 
Ohio: 
William Harsha, 6...=:---22c-<=---.< 129.70 1.36 
Jackson Betis; $2 coe a cae 29.6 133.1 
Delbert GattasS 2 == ees 13.9 § 32. 30 
Frank Baw. iGo pe. ek Se ee 118.3 0 
Walter: Powell: 2422 0 = Soee 134.70 1522 
William McCulloch, 4....-...------_- 177.5 0 
Walyne Hays; 182" 2022.22 35--22 aE 0 
Clavence Browne? 20-22 oe eee 144.6 0 
Clarence Miller, 102-45 se ee 170_96 13.13 
TonnASHDROOK, ts ce = ee 8 Ee 1123.16 0 
Samo) Devineei2: 2024 52-222 = 147.6 0 
Chalmers Wylie slo. 2252 5s 13.6 0 
Charles Caray: 3922) = oe ee 119 0 
Walliain Stantonaie ste oe 119 0 
Rotabce fees Sats lee ee 340. 26 48.81 
Oregon: : 
Fit Green (32 ee ee 1 
John Bellenback 242 oo. 1.99 18.78 
Pennsylvania: 
folin-Savigps22e-t= 2 eee ee 1146, 44 27.78 
Albert Johneiny 25-5 os 1179.92 42.34 
3. Irving Whaley. io. ee 45.73 10.31 
Sohn Bent: 2023 se het ae: ees 126.39 6. 00 
mhomas Morgan. (26.027 82 14,71 0 
Joseph Vigorito, 24-6 == 163.45 9.15 
edward Biesterr 62> = 16.7 0 
Daniel’Flood 012 2th ee: 161.85 1.35 
Herman Schneebeli, 17........_.._.. 170.09 en) 
rank: Ciarks:25 = AB oad $127.92 0 
Gus vatron 6-2 5 ee ee ae 17.85 9 
Lawrence Williams, 7..........--..__ 147,25 1.30 
Sonn: Ware 9 eS oe ee a 147.25 1,30 
Joseph McDade 05. 2) 222. 4-2 = 167.5 0 
Allegheny County (Pittsburgh), 4 - 
Congressmen: William Moorhead, 
14, John Heinz, 18: Joseph Gaydos, 
20; William Conover, 27._-..2-_.___ 1.4] 1,20 
T@taliee Se os ee 574. 25 99.93 
Rhode Island: Ferdnand St Germain, 1__ 4.1 0 
— — : 
om Ghirys: Sos =) 2 eee es 0 J 
James: Mann 4.2 us Se 0 = . 
— ag a. 
sank Denhoha; 1.2: . 2 Bee 58 16.1 
James Abourezk, 2..........-..._-.. 106. 49 : : 
Tennessee: 
Jobn Duncan; 2 Loe 1 0 
Joe'Evins: 4. ee ee 11.79 0 
Texas: i 
W. Bo Poage, TPs ees ds 0 
Graham Purcell: 23-2 te 57.3 9 





—_——. 








Abandon- Abandon- 
. ments ments 
State, Member, and district pending granted 
Wright Patman, 4_—===>-=-==-=-=--ss 3637 mee) 
Ray Roberts,4:. 2.2 82. 2-5-2 2 ee Sb ee G 
Utah: ZA 
Gunn MeKay, lee oo ess 0 1 22706 
Shennan Loyd: 2..scsese oo eeeceeees 2. 85 r43.13 
Virginia: 
Kenneth Robinson, 7 Z i it) 
William Scott) 8.2. eee ee ps fs 0 
Vacant: 62. 22 Ss 2 SE Eee eS ae 0 
Washington: - 
Thomas Folsys o=—  secosceeeoee 0 80. 93 
Mike McCormack, 4._......--------= 0 19.76 
PoydiMecise2s-= = ae eee ee it) 30. 47 
ThonvasPelly, 222228 eee 0. 15.9] 
_ Brock:Adams; Jostens se es seo 0 15.9] 
est Virginia: 
Robert Moilohan, 3-22 -2---S- - = 26.78 S15. 71 
Harley Staggers,2. 22-22 eee Slee 21.65 4.46 
JohniSlacke3ioc oe ee it) 19.30 
4 Ken Hechler: 422 222 oe ee 0 5.04 
James ‘Kee. Oc oo Soe eet 0 25.03 
Wisconsin: 
Vernon LROMPpSsOn; doaseo2-as+- 16. 68 it) 
William Steiper, G22 522" 2 ae> ee 23.6 0 
Alvin O:Konskr, 10s. 2 eee 88. 38 27.20 
Wyoming: Teno Roncalio, 1_..-.-.----- 150. 88 0 





1 Means the proposed abandonment affects a line traversing 
more than 1 congressional district. 


An examination of the table makes 
clear that railroad abandonments con- 
cern. the districts of a great majority of 
my colleagues. Moreover, the fact that a 
particular abandonment may be listed as 
only a few miles belies the significance of 
the project for indeed that small mileage 
may be part of a line in another district 
or another State covering major track- 
age. Its abandonment does not simply 
mean tearing up a mile of steel track 
and ties but the end of 40 or 50 miles of 
branch service. 

In my judgment, it is imperative that 
the Congress take action to deal with a 
problem that is of urgent importance to 
hundreds of local and rural communi- 
ties in this land. The Commerce Com- 
mittee in the other body has approved 
such a proposal, offered by my colleague, 
the senior Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
PEARSON) as part of a complex surface 
transportation bill. The entire measure 
is pending before the Senate. 

I invite those of my colleagues who so 
desire to join me in cosponsorship of the 
proposal although all of us are aware 
that it is late in this congressional ses- 
sion to expect final floor consideration 
of this measure. However, as members of 
the House Interstate and Foreign Com- 


_ merce Committee know, extensive hear- 


ings have been held on the overall sur- 
face transportation bill, which as origin- 
ally introduced encompassed an aban- 
donment proposal as title IT. 

In my judgment, abandonment is im- 
portant enough an issue to stand on its 
own and not be weighted down by a con- 
troversial and complex transportation 
proposal that involves some $3 billion in 
government loans and guarantees. 

It is my intention to call to the atten- 
tion of Chairman GEorGE STarrorp of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission the In- 
troduction of this measure and the wide 
support I believe it enjoys by the mem- 
bership of this House. Hopefully we 
could persuade him that pending its 
consideration early in the next Congress, 
his agency should hold in abeyance final 
decisions on pending abandonment pro- 
ceedings so that communities adversely 
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affected would at least have the oppor- 
tunity to make use of their own efiorts 
to maintaimbranch rail lines. I hope my 
colleagues will join me in such a letter to 
Chairman STAFFORD. 





MORE ON THE BICENTENNIAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from Iowa (Mr. SCHWENGEL) is rec- 
ognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. SCHWENGEL. Mr. Speaker, as 
you are aware, the American Revolution 
Bicentennial Commission has recently 
been the subject of considerable criti- 
cism in the press and among the public 
at large. Not a few of the strictures in 
the Commission echo charges I made 
against it this past summer during the 
debate on its appropriations. At that 
time, I emphasized that I was not op- 
posed to a bicentennial celebration or a 
bicentennial commission, but that I de- 
plored the manner in which the present 
Commission is discharging its mandate 
from the Congress. I regret its inade- 
quacy and ineffectiveness: I pointed to 
the bicentennial programs of the Library 
of Congress as an example of the kinds 
of things the American Revolution Bi- 
centennial Commission should be doing. 
It is with much satisfaction that I call 
to the House’s attention the continued 
implementation of the Library of Con- 
gress’ well-conceived. programs. The Li- 
brary has just announced the topic and 
the speakers for the second of its five 
symposia on the American Revolution, 
which will be held next May 10 and 11, 
1973, at the Library. Its topic will be 
“The Fundamental Testaments of the 
American Revolution.” What topic, Mr. 
Speaker, could be more suitable for in- 
vestigation than the meaning and im- 
pact of the great fundamental docu- 
ments of our Revolutionary heritage? 

Prof. Julian P. Boyd of Princeton Uni- 
versity, the editor of the Papers of 
Thomas Jefferson and a former president 
of the American Historical Association, 
will chair the program. Prof. Bernard 
Bailyn of Harvard University, a Pulitzer 
Prize winner in history, will deliver the 
first paper on ‘‘Common Sense.” He will 
be followed by Cecilia Kenyon, Charles N. 
Clark professor of government at Smith 
College, who will speak on the Declara- 
tion of Independence. Next will come 
Prof. Merrill Jensen of the University of 
‘Wisconsin, editor of the documents re- 
lating to the ratification of the U.S. Con- 
stitution and the Bill of Rights and for- 
mer president of the Organization of 
American Historians, who will examine 
the Articles of Confederation. Then 
Prof. Richard B. Morris of Columbia Uni- 
versity, another Pulitzer Prize winner in 
history, will discuss the Paris Peace 
Treaty in which the independence of the 
United States was recognized by Great 
Britain. J. Russell Wiggins, newspaper 
editor and former Ambassador to the 
United Nations, will conclude the pro- 
gram with an appraisal of the funda- 
mental testaments of the American Réevy- 
olution today. 

Mr. Speaker, this distinguished group 
of participants should enlighten and in- 
spire us. The papers they present will 
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be published by the Library, thus making 
them widely available to scholars, stu- 
dents, and others. 

The Library of Congress should be 
highly commended for arranging such 
fine programs and for its well-conceived 
plans for other activities and diversified 
publications on the theme of “Liberty 
and Learning.’ I believe that the Library 
will continue to show us how the bicen- 
tennial of the Revolution should be 
celebrated. 

It is my hope that Commission mem- 
bers and-especially its principle directors 
and the chairman of the Commission 
will at least attend the symposia and 
others that the Library of oan aoe will 
present. 





THE SERIOUS PORTENT OF THE 
NEW CHINA 


(Mr. SIKES asked and was givem-Peér- 
mission to extend his refnarks at this 
point in the Recorp and to include ex- 
traneous matter.) 

Mr. SIKES. Mr. Speaker, the House of 
Representatives has access to a report 
filed by the majority and minority lead- 
ers entitled, 
China.” It is a candid, informative report 
which merits careful study. Many pas- 
sages are thought-provoking. 

For instance, I find this passage: 

The cities we visited—Shanghai, Peking, 
Shen Yang, Anshan and Canton—are strik- 
ingly clean. Tnere is virtually no litter. There 
are no flies. There are no dogs. No animals or 
poultry run loose. Most buildings are well 
maintained. 


Few U.S. cities can say as much—not 
even Washington, the Capital City. Re- 
gretfully, there is equal disparity in the 
crime situation here and in China. 

ther passages which I found very im- 
pressive state: 

Not one member of our party reported see- 
ing even one Chinese who appeared to be suf- 
fering from hunger, or exposure, or who ap- 
peared to be socially crippled, homeless, idle, 
or uncared for. In cities Americans saw years 
ago as dirty and crowded with the hungry 
and the ragged, the poor and the begging, the 
sick and the lame, we saw bustle, clean- 
liness, and a disciplined purposefulness. 


-So widely shared has been the progress 
since 1949, so improved the lifestyle of the 
average Chinese, that these people living, by 
our standards in relative privation, give every 
impression of counting their blessings, grate- 
ful for even modest progress, not restive with 
only the bare necessities of food, clothing, 
shelter and health. 

If she can maintain political stability, if 
she can upgrade her agriculture and industry, 
if she can remain free from outside inter- 
ference—what will China be like in another 
two or three short decades? 


The answer is obvious. If she manages to 
achieve as she aspires, China in the next half 
century can emerge a self-sufficient power of 
a billion people—a nation whose agricultural 

" output can provide for her population, whose 
industrial capacity can be enormous, whose 
Military capability can be very substantial, 
with a people united in devotion and obedi- 
ence to the State. 


There, in that nation where State-directed 
conformity produces unity of effort and pur- 
pose, and where self-indulgence and licen- 
tiousness of any kind are not tolerated, ws 
reflected on our own country. We were trou- 
bled that, by contrast in our own nation, 
where people are free to live and work and 
choose and read and think and disagree as 
they please, there has been widespread divi- 


“Impressions of the New’ 
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sion, discord and disillusionment and « per- 
vasive permissiveness straining the fibers of 
our national character. 

In disciplined, unified China, American vis- 
itors will wonder if our self-indulgent free 
society will be able to compete effectively 
fifty years hence with their totalitarian 
State, possessed of a population which 
dwarfs our own, with equal or greater nat- 
ural resources, and with total commitment 
to national goals. 


The report also spells out weaknesses 
which the House leaders saw in the Chi- 
nese programs; for instance, the regi- 
mentation which begins with the small- 
est children and continues throughout 
the lives/of the Chinese people; the po- 
litical indoctrination which permits only 
the State’s viewpoint to be expressed. 
There also were the disciplined produc- 
ti methods which tolerate no wasted 

‘forts. This brings about a serious ques- 
tion which we cannot overlook. These 
things are not for Americans. But can 
the American capitalistic system, with 
all the dissent which it now is generat- 
ing, compete with organized, disciplined 
people who tolerate no deviations? 

The report will probably be filed and 
forgotten. The fact of a modern emerg- 
ing China will be with us whether or not 
we are willing to accept it. 

The American system, with all its 
great traditions and accomplishments, 
may well be moving into the period of 
its greatest challenge. We cannot meet 
this challenge by trying to give every- 
body everything they want, by promis- 
ing pie-in-the-sky in every election, by 
running our country so hopelessly in 
debt that national insolvency and na- 
tional socialism are all that is left. If 
ever there was a time for Americans to 
start pulling together instead of pulling 
each other apart, the time is now. 





H.R. 16656, FEDERAL AID TO 
HIGHWAYS 


(Mr. MIKVA asked and was given per- 
mission to extend his remarks in the 
body of the REcORD.) 

Mr. MIKVA. Mr. Speaker, when the 
House considers H.R. 16656, the Federal 


Aid to Highways Act, I intend to offer. 


the following amendment: 

Page 102, strike out line 23 and all that 
follows, down through and including line 9 
on page 103. 


This amendment would delete from 
the bill section 133. As reported, that sec- 
tion authorizes the Secretary of Trans- 
portation to pay up to $55 million to the 
State of Illinois to pay off the bonds on 
a portion of Interstate Route 90, also 
known as the Chicago Skyway. 





INCOME TAX RETURN PREPARA- 
TION ASSISTANCE ACT OF 1972 


(Mr. COLLINS of Illinois asked and 
was given permission to extend his re- 
marks at this point in the Rz=corp and 
to include extraneous matter.) 

Mr. COLLINS of Tlinois. Mr. Speaker, 
the complexity of our tax laws and tax 
returns is forcing a large and growing 
number of Americans with modest in- 
comes to pay to have their tax returns 
made out. Thousands of tax preparers, 
from H & R Block to the corner hair- 
Gresser, have opened offices. 
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A thorougn review of the income tax 
preparation business, its strengths and 
its weaknesses, has been conducted by 
the Legal and Monetary Affairs Subcom- 
mittee on which I sit. Under the able 
chairmanship of my distinguished col- 
league from Connecticut (Mr. Mowna- 
GAN) the subcommittee has received tes- 
timony from IRS Commissioner cae 
Walters, Henry Bloch, members of th 
Tax Reform Research Group, and ie 
witnesses. The most striking fact that 
has emerged from these hearings, in my 
opinion, is that many low- and moder- 
ate-income taxpayers are forced to pay 
what is in effect a surtax in order to find 
out how much tax they owe. This should 
not be. 

Today, I am introducing legislation 
which would require the Secretary of 
Treasury to provide free tax prepara- 
tion service for all taxpayers with ad- 
justed gross income of $10,000 or less. 
The Secretary would be required to make 
such services available at locations which 
are accessible to elderly and low- and 
moderate-income individuals, including 
local CPA offices, model cities offices, 
neighborhood legal services offices, pub- 
lic housing projects, and retirement com- 
munities and nursing homes. 

The purpose of this legislation is not 
only to provide tax preparation service 
to all persons with adjusted gross income 
of $10,000 and less, but to make this serv- 
ice accessible to those who need it most. 
There are approximately 6 million per- 
sons in this country who are over 65 and 
have adjusted gross incomes of $10.000 
or less. Many of them would be unable to 
travel to existing IRS offices to obtain 
free tax preparation service. Also, many 
low-income persons would be unaware of 
the availability of such service if it were 
not available to them in tHeir neighbor- 
hoods and advertised as available. It is 
these taxpayers that the bill is designed 
to help. 





(Mr. MADDEN asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks at this 
point in the Rrecorp and to include news- 
paper articles. 


[Mr. MADDEN’S remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Remarks.] 





(Mr. MILLER of Ohio asked and was 
given permission to extend his remarks 
at this point in the Recorp and toinclude 
extraneous matter.) 


[Mr. MILLER of Ohio’s remarks will 
appear hereafter in the Extensions of 
Remarks.] 





LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted as follows to: 

Mr. Petty (at the request of Mr. 
GERALD R. Forp), for the period October 
10-13, on account of official business. 

Mr. Kyros, for October 5, 1972, on ac- 
count of official business. 


SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 


By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legisia- 
tive program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 
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: for New Brunswick Schools and serves on the 
Community Advisory Committee to the city’s 
Board of Education. 

Both she and her husband are active in St. 
George Greek Orthodox Church where the 
former organized and was first president of 
the PTO. She also has been secretary of GOYA 
(Greek Orthodox Youth Organization). 

Her husband is a former vice president of 
the St. George Board of Trustees. They have 
three children: Gregory, supervisor of the 
case workers for the Middlesex County Wel- 
fare Bureau; Candace, who teaches Spanish at 
New Brunswick High School, and Patrice, a 
social worker at Princeton Hospital. 

Mrs. Mackaronis currently is serving as vice 
president and director of commissions on ad- 
ministration ana individual development for 
the New Jersey Parent Teachers Association, 
‘and is president of the Middlesex County Past 
PTA Presidents Service Group. She is on the 
N.J. Education Association’s committee plan- 
ning a curriculum work conference to be held 
in November. — 

A member of the Middlesex County College 
Foundation, she also serves the Raritan Val- 

/ Jey Girl Scout Council, the Linnaeus Garden 
7Club and is a member of the National Asso- 

ciation of Parliamentarians and a member of 
the Richard Kain Unit, NAP. 








CRITICS GANG UP ON THE 
BICENTENNIAL 


RON. FRED SCHWENGEL 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, May 16, 1972 


Mr. SCHWENGEL. Mr. Speaker. re- 
cently there appeared in Business Week 
of May 6, an article on the bicentennial. 
It is entitled “Critics Gang Up on the Bi- 
centennial.” 

Mr. Speaker, this is a very percepiive 
and worthwhile analysis by a very capa- 
ble author and reporter. Because this re- 
flects a genuine concern on the part of 
inany important people who have an un- 
derstanding of and for American history 
and an appreciation of the challenge that 

~is presented in properly ec smme»morating 
‘ the 200th anniversary of our birth, I call 
it to the attention of my colleagues. 
Recently I placed in the Recorp a 
article in the magazine published by th 
American Association for State and pai 
cal History on iis editorial page which 
indicates that the leadership of this very 
fine historical organization is discour- 
_ aged. It is my belief that it reflects the 
thinking of many of its members and 
adds up to a growing collection of con- 
cern that ought to be noted by the Chair- 
man of the Bicentennial Commission and 
especially by its Director, who many be- 
lieve woefully inadequate for the chal- 
. lenge. 

Mr. Speaker, that editorial ends with 
the observation that “time is running 
out.” But it is not too late and it is my 
hupe that the Commission will recognize 
its opportunity and respond to this chal- 
lenge at en early date. : 

The article from Business Week fol- 
lows: 

Crrrics GANG UF ON THE BICENTENNIAL 

lans to celebrate the 200th REISE 
of the American Revolution are stirring their 
Gown mini-revolt, centered around the agency 
in charge. the American Revolution Bicen- 
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tennial Commission. “They act like they're 
promoting a high school promi,” says Repre- 
sentative Jerome Waldie (D-Calif.). 

Similar complaints come from other con- 
gressmen as well as from historians. They 
charge that planning for the bicentennial 
has been preempted by promoters who are 
more interested in commercializing the 1976 
celebration than in providing meaningful 
events to note the nation’s 200th birthday. 
“Some very respected historians say that if 
the leadership is not changed, the bicenten- 
nial is doomed to failure,” Representative 
Fred Schwengel (R-Iowa) charged in wu 
House speech. Senator Charles Mathias, Jr., 
(R-Md.), and Representative Bradford Morse 
(R-Mass.), co-authors of legislation that 
created the commission, are both scathingly 
critical—Morse so much so that he voted 
against funds to keep the a age op- 
erating. 


A primary target of this wrath is Jack 
LeVant, director of the commission and 
former senior vice-president of Colgate- 
Palmolive Co. LeVant, who was sworn into 
the job by none less than Chief Justice War- 
ren E. Burger last October, is a long-time 
business associate of David J. Mahoney, chair- 
man of the commission and also chairman 
and president oc Norton Simon, Inc. “LeVant 
has to go,” Schwengel says flatly, and a move 
to oust him is taking shape in Congress. 

ACTIVITIES 


Defenders of the commission argue that 
it has been handicapped by a small staff, lit- 
tle money, and frequent changes in leader- 
ship since it was set up in 1966. But now, 
with a staff of 60 and with new members of 
the commission. defenders says that it is 
broadening its representation and beginning 
to make progress. 

Currently, the commission’s plans center 
on two main proposals. One is for an interna- 
tional exhibition in Philadelphia—itself a fo- 
cus of controversy in the Quaker City. The 
second, still under study, is for a perma- 
nent “‘urban, recreational, and cultural” park 
in each state, financed with $1.2 billion of 
federal funds. The parks would have such 
things as state historical exhibitions, craft 
bazaars, playgrounds, and restaurants. 

So far, the commission has helped to set 
up state centennial commissions and arts 
groups to draw up projects for the celebra- 
tion. It has also made a 14-minute film 
about the centennial, and is talking about 
other activities. Now it is seeking business 
participation, and will send out packet* this 
summer te companies suggesting wavs in 
which they might cooperate. Corporations 
and ad agencies are “thrashing about” for 
ideas, says a gore aes staffer. Crees 
Oil Co., 
dorsement for its drive to raise funds to 
eradicate sickle cell anemia by 1976. 

But, say critics, these activities simply are 
not adequate. “They conceive of it as a big 
birthday party,’ charges John Harr, editor 
cf USA 200, an independent newsleiter on 
bicentennial activities. Historians, he says, 
are in a state of near-rebellian. Professor 
Clarence VerSteeg of Northwestern Univer- 
sity, chairman of the American Historical 
Assn.’s Bicentennial Committee, complains 
that he has not been able to get an appoint- 
ment with Mahoney or LeVant. 


“No programs are being planned to bring 
across the meaning of the American Reyo- 
lution,”. VerSteeg says. “It shouldn’t be 2 
costume play. It should represent a clash of 
ideas.” VerSteeg claims that the commis- 
sion’s operations have been “closed” and 
that the projects it has endorsed so far—a 
World Food Exposition in Iowa, for exam- 
ple—are “rather dreary and commercial.” At 
the commission’s May 15 meeting, historical 
groups will propose that a National Historic 
Records Commission be created. If the pro- 
posal is acceptec, says commission member 
Professor Richard McCormick of Rutgers 


_ historian to run the; 
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University, it will “do a lot to restore the 

credibility of the commission” with the his- 

torians. 7 
ONDER FIRE 


Another target of the critics is the com- 
position of the commission. Congress added 
eight new members to the commission. 
prompted by complaints that, of the 18 pub- 
lic members, only one was a historian, one 
was black, two were women, and none was 
under age 42. John D. Rockefeller III as- 
sembled a group of young people who wanted 
to help pian for the bicentennial, but after 
they were unofficially embraced by the com~- 
mission as its “youth advisory committee,’ 
they pulled out, charging that they were be- 
ing used as a “smokescreen” to make it ap- 
pear that young people were participating 

Also under attack is the urban park pro- 
posal, which is cited’ as an example of the 
commission leadership’s arrogance. The idea 
came up last October at an executive com- 
mittee meeting of the commission. 
then worked up a plan for the parks. This 
was presented to the fuli commission in 
February, with the recommendation that it 
be submitted to President Nixon for his ap- 
Proval. There was no indication on the 
azenda that the inatter was coming un. says 
commission raember McCormick, no afivance 
documents for study by members, and less 
than a hour’s discussion. “It was most ex- 
traordinary.” McCormick says. ~ 

To LeVant, the fast action on the parks 
proposal was an effort to dispel charges of a 
“do-nothing commission.” “We were asked 
by the President te get the wagon moving.” 
he says. 

Critics might be willing to let the com- 
mission operate more on its own if they had 
more confidence in the professional back 
ground of its director. “I have never heard of 
LeVart in the history field,” says Schwengel, 
with some sarcasm. (Schwengei was chair- 
man of the Civil War Centennial Commission 
and is president of the U.S. Capitol Historical 
Society.) McCormick does not press for a 
staff, but he thinks that 
the director should “at -least be sorncone 
who knows his way around the government” 
and has a background in public affairs. Le- 
Vant retorts that he thinks a business back- 
ground is needed to cut through formalities 
and get things dene. But critics stili do not 
believe the commission and its staff are coni- 
petent to stage a worthy commemoration. 


The staff 





TAX ACCOUNTANT REGISTRATION? 


HON. GARNER E. SHRIVER , 


or KANSAS y wi 3S 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATI YES _- 
luesday, May 16, 1972 

Mr. SHRIVER. Mr. Speaker, althoug 
the tax fliing sezson has just Pe raaca, 
the subject of taxes and the role of the 
persons engaged to assist in the prepara- 
tion of returns is still very much in the 
news. 

A recent story appeared in the Hutch- 
inson News concerning the provosal ad- 
vanced by one of the professional or- 
ganizations in the accounting field. The 
National Society of Public Accountants 
testified on this important subject on 
April 18, 1972, before the Subcommittee 
on Legal and Monetary Affairs of the 
House Government Operations Commit- 
tee. 





I wish to thank Mr. John P. Shultz of 
Hutchinson, Kans., who is ‘Seiad of 
the Public Accountants Association of 


Kansas, the affiliate State organization 





4 


23660 


Washington, DC. The Committee will 
also meet in executive session, closed to 
the public, on November 10 and 11. 

(1) Purposes. The Committee was ap- 
pointed to advise and assist the Depart- 
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare 
in the preparation of analyses and rec- 
ommendations which the Secretary de- 
termines will helo the Department to 
take initiative in seeking to assure that 
the use of automated personal data sys- 
tems will be managed to maximize their 
benefits and minimize their potential for 
harmful consequences. 

(2) Membership. The Committee is 
chaired by Frances Grommers, M.D., and 
is composed of the following other mem- 
bers: Layman Allen, Juan Anglero, Stan- 
ley Aronoff, William Bagley, Philip Bur- 
gess, Gerirude Cox, > Patricia’. Cross, 
Gerald’ Davey, Taylor DeWeese, Guy 
Dobbs, Robert Gallati, Florence Gaynor, 
John Gentile, Jane Hardaway, James 
Impara, Patricia Lanphere, Arthur Mil- 
ler, Don Muchmore, Jane Noreen, Roy 
Siemiller, Ruth Silver, Sheila Smythe, 
Willis Ware, and Joseph Weizenbaum. 

(3) Activities. This will be the seventh 
meeting of the Committee. At these 
meetings. presentations are made to the 
Committee of information on various as- 
pects of specific data systems and dis- 
cussions of issues relating to the use of 
such systems and their impact on privacy, 
confidentiality, and due process. 

(4) Agenda. The November 9 meeting 
will include presentations by individuals 
who are the subjects of records stored in 
automated personal data systems and by 
representatives of such individuals. 
Among those who will appear are the 
eastern and western regional representa- 
tives of the National Welfare Rights Or- 
ganization, representatives of the Amer- 
ican Civil Liberties Union, representa- 
tives of veterans’ organizations and 
Federal employees. 

The November 10 and 11 executive 
sessions of the Committee’s meeting will 
be devoted to the purpose of consider- 

~ing and formulating advice to be included 
in the Committee’s report to the 
Secretary. 

It is suggested that those desiring more 
specific information on the meeting call 
the Office of the Executive Director at 
963-3003. 

Davin B. H. MArtTIN, 
Executive Director. 


Ocroser 30, 1972. 
{FR Doc.72-19126 Filed 11-6—72;8:52 am] 


"AMERICAN REVOLUTION 
BICENTENNIAL COMMISSION 


ADVISORY COMMITTEES AND 
PANELS 


Notice of Meetings 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to 
Executive Order 11671, that the follow- 
ing American Revolution Bicentennial 
Commission Advisory Committee and 








NOTICES 7 


panel meetings will be held the month of 
November 1972: — 


CREATIVE AND VISUAL ARTS ADVISORY PANEL 


The Creative and Visual Arts Advisory 
Panel will hold an open meeting (with the 
exception of the agenda item asterisked be- 
low) from 1 p.m., November 20, 1972, to 
4 p.m., November 21, 1972. The meeting will 
be held at the ARBC Conference Room, 736 
Jackson Place NW., Washington, DC. The 
panel is composed of private citizens well 
known in the fields of art, environmental 
quality, museum management, drama, sculp- 
ture, film making, writing, teaching, archi- 
tecture, journalism, and American crafts. 

The agenda will include: 

Review and development of program 
guidelines and policy. 

Identification of programs. 

Consideration of project proposals.* 


INVITATION TO THE WORLD ADVISORY PANEL 


The Invitation to the World Advisory Panel 
will hold an open meeting (with the excep- 
tion of the agenda item asterisked below) 
from 1 p.m., November 20, 1972 to 4 p.m., 
November 21, 1972. The meeting will be held 
at the ARBC Conference Room, 736 Jackson 
Place NW., Washington, DC. The panel mem- 
bership consists of representatives from the 
travel industry, COSERV, hotel management, 
international visitors’ programs, camping 
associations, DATO, etc. The agenda for the 
meeting will include discussion of: 

Hotel/motel rates. 

Home hospitality and information. 

Low cost accommodations. 

Services to visitors. 

Student needs. i ‘ 

Camping facilities. 

Common carrier rates. 

Consideration of project proposals. * 


PERFORMING ARTS ADVISORY PANEL 


The Performing Arts Advisory Panel will 
hold an open meeting (with the exception of 
the agenda item asterisked below) from 
1 p.m., November 20, 1972, to 4 p.m., Novem- 
ber 21, 1972. The meeting will be held at the 
ARBC Conference Room, 7386 Jackson Place 


NW., Washington, D.C. The panel member- 


ship consists of leaders in the fields of jour- 
nalism, choreography, Grama, modern dance, 
art, ballet, music, opera, and labor. The 
agenda items to be discussed are: 

Review and development of program guide- 
lines and policy. 

Identification of programs. 

Consideration of project proposals.* 


HISTORIC CONSERVATION PANEL 


The Historic Conservation Panel will be 
meeting on Wednesday, November 29, 1972, at 
10 a.m., in the Board Room of the National 
Trust for Historic Preservation, 748 Jackson 
Place NW., Washington, D.C. The morning 
session is open to the public. The afternoon is 
an executive session. The panel is composed 
of leaders in the fields of museum history, 
architecture, interior design, landscape archi- 
tecture, civil engineering, archaeology, and 
history. The panel will be meeting to review 
programs and projects, specifically: Addi- 
tional information provided by the State Bi- 
centennial Commissions on the Heritage 1976 
Meeting House Proposal, and the “Above 
Ground Archaeology Proposal.” 


COMMEMORATION AND CONVOCATIONS PANEL 


The Commemoration and Convocations 
Panel will be meeting on Wednesday, Novem- 
ber 29, 1972, at 10 a.m. in the Board Room of 
the National Trust for Historic Preservation, 


748 Jackson Place NW., Washington, DC. The 
morning session is open to the public. The 
panel will be meeting in executive session in 


the afternoon. Membership on the panel is 
represented by persons from: 

American Academy of Arts and Sciences. 

American Antiquarian Society. 

American Association for State and Local 
History. 

American Historical Association. 

American Philosophicel Society. 

American Political Science Association. 

Daughters of the American Revolution. 

Phi Beta Kappa. 

Sons of the American Revolution. 

U.S. Capitol Historical Society. 

The agenda will include discussion of a 
proposal submitted by the Metropolitan Mu- 
seum of Art and the review of and policy 
guidelines for the Heritage 1976 Program 
Committee in the area of commemorations. 


PUBLICATIONS AND RESEARCH PANEL 


The Publications and Research Panel will 
be meeting on Wednesday, November 29, 1972, 
at 10 a.m., in the Board Room of the National 
Trust for Historic Preservation. 748 Jackson 
Place NW., Washington, DC. The morning 
session is open to the public. The afternoon is 
an executive session. Membership on the 
panel is represented by persons from: 

American Association for State and Local 
History. 

American Historical Association. 

American Political Science Association. 

Association for the Study of Negro Life 
and History. 

Institute of Early American History and 
Culture. 

National Historical Publications Commis- 
sion. 

Organization of American Historians. 

Society of American Archivists. 

American Council of Learned Societies. 

The Association of American University 
Presses, Inc. 

American Library Assocation. 

The panel will be meeting to discuss a 
microfilm project suggested by Dr.. Herbert 
Johnson, and to review material provided by 
State Bicentennial Commissions on Historic 
Blibliographies. 


Dated: November 1, 1972. 
HucH A. HAL, 
Acting Director, American Rev- 
olution, Bicentennial Corimis- 
sion. 
[FR Doc.72—-19022 Filed 11-6—72;8:45 am] 


ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 


[Docket No. 50-298] 
NEBRASKA PUBLIC POWER DISTRICT 


Notice of Availability of Applicant's 
Environmental Renort, Supplemen- 
tal Environmental Report, and AEC 
Draft Environmental Statement for 
Cooper Nuclear Station 


Pursuant te the National Environ- 
mental Policy Act of 1969 and the Atomic 
Energy Commission’s regulations set 
forth in Appendix D to 10 CFR Part 50, 
notice is hereby given that documents 
entitled ‘‘Applicant’s Environmental Re- 
port and Supplement No. 1 through Sup- 
plement No. 5 to Environmental Report” 
(collectively known as the ‘reports’’), 
submitted by the Nebraska Public Power 
District have been placed in the Com- 
mission’s Public Document Room at 
1717 H Street NW., Washington, DC, and 
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